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Vewport, =—— : : inati 
ification i ved by the registrar no other examination will 
a CURRENT TOPICS Seontend to ao vies Bet on As the rales were originally 
ioweal : drafted the number of examiners wes limited to twenty, but now 
a that the Chancellor has taken power to appoint “a sufficient 
_ | number,” the difficulty this last regulation’ would: have otherwise 
= Tux arrENtion of practitioners should be directed to a notice | given rise to will be avoided, a8 if there are ever more than twenty- 
untry issued by the Court of Appeal, No. 2, that interlocutory and final | five examinations going on at one time, the Lord Chancellor can 
clude appeals from the County Palatine of Lancaster as they are reached | appoint more examiners. 
lumes will be set aside and taken in Appeal Court, No. 2, on the first 
Thursday in every month. The first day for Palatine appeals will 
— oy reey, eae Rec. v. Lanovcners, in which the Lord Chief Justice of Eng- 
larity land delivered judgment on behalf of himself and four other judges 
to the ‘ of the Queen’s Bench Division on Saturday last, will long remain 
Tue new Paymaster of the Supreme Court, Sir GEORGE | 9 leading case upon the subject of criminal informations for libel. 
Kettxer, who succeeds Mr. Parxryson, has a great reputation for | The facts were simply that the defendant had published a statement 
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administrative capacity, and will come to the duties of his office 
untrammelled by the traditions of the Chancery Paymaster’s Office. 
It may be hoped that in the re-constituted department there will 
be less friction between the profession and the officials than “has 
hitherto been the case in the Chancery Pay Office. The new rules 
were not issued up to Thursday last. 





We ventvrep strongly to question (ante, p. 156) the propriety 
of the principle laid down by Mr. Justice Prarson in Harvey v. 
Croydon Sanitary Authority, that a judgment taken by consent 
would be binding if the facts had been stated to the court; but 
that, when the attention of the court had not been called to the 
facts, and the court had exercised no judgment upon them, the 
consent could be withdrawn at any time before the order had been 
passed and entered. On Wednesday last the Court of Appeal, No. 
2, reversed the judgment of Mr. Justice Pearson, holding that a 
consent given by the parties or their counsel in court, witha full 
know ado ty re-facts; could no aiterWarus ve™ rithdrawp This 








g estions which have been frequently raised 
since the decision of the late Master of the Rolls in Holt v. Jesse 
(24 W. R. 879, L. R. 3 Ch. D. 177). 





Tue NEW RULEs relating to examiners of the court, issued in the 
early part of this week, contain no indication of the time when they 
came into operation, except the date of the 4th of February, 1884, 
to be found outside the official copy ; and it must be presumed that 
they are already in force. It will be observed that, as regards the 
application of the rules, it is provided that they shall apply to all 
actions in the Chancery Division unless the court or a judge shall 
otherwise order, and that, as regards the Queen’s Bench and Probate, 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division, they may apply if the court or a 
judge shall so direct. The five-and-twenty gentlemen who have 

nm appointed examiners of the court are so appointed for a period 
of five years, subject, however, to removal at any time. As we 
have before stated, the examinations will be distributed among the 
examiners by ballot ; and it should be noted that a stamp of five 
shillings is;by the new scale of court fees, to be paid before the 
examination. Whether such stamp is to be attached to the 
memorandum (to be indorsed on the order directing the examina- 
tion) which states the name of the examiner, or to the appointment 
in writing specifying the place and time for the examination, is 
not apparent. It is important to remember that the examiner, 
having made his own appointment of time and place, is to proceed 
de die in diem, subject to any adjournment by consent in writing 
of all parties. The examiner will, in accordance with ord. 87, r. 
16, transmit the depositions, authenticated by his signature, to the 


Central Office, and, in addition is, under rule 47, to. certify the 
hag of the time occupied in the examination and of the 


which, we think, we may fairly describe as primd facie libellous, 
respecting the deceased father of the relator, the relator being, and 
his father having been, a foreigner resident abroad. The court 
was unanimous in discharging the rule. From the lengthy judg- 
ment we collect that the cgurt is of opinion (1) that.in — a 
cases, but in very strong cases only, where ots 
ground for apprehending a breach of the peace, an indictment, and 
even a criminal information, lies for libelling a ased person ; 
confirming, therefore, 2. v. Topham (4 T. R. 126), which is almost 
to a similar effect; (2) that it is a criminal o! to publish a 
libel of a foreigner resident abroad, confirming 2. v. Peltier (28 
How St. Tr. 617), (as to right of a foreigner to sue, seo Pisant v. 
Lawson, 6 Bing. N. C. 90); and (3) that the criminal information 
is a remedy to be reserved for libels upon persons holding some 
public office or public position. The opinion of the court upon 
this last branch of the subject is of great practical importance, 
for there is no doubt that very frequent applications for criminal 
informations for alleged libels have been madein recent years. * It 
appears,” however (so it is stated in the judgment of the court), 
“that, out of fifty cases occurring in the twenty years between 
1860 and 1881, the court granted only four applications for criminal 
informations at the suit of persons not in some public office or 
public position.” We cannot for a moment dispute the propriety 
of the new rule, but it is youn wave 2 geen — to “4 
isadvantage under which it rivate persons who may un- 
Srtanctale hegees to be libelled. The rule for a criminal infor- 
mation is always granted upon affidavits, and in such affidavits 
the party libelled has the opportunity of giving his own version of 
the facts out of which the alleged libel arose, and’ of at once, 
upon oath, clearing his character. In preferring a. bill before 
a grand jury, or in laying an information before justices, he may 
merely attack the publisher of the alleged libel, and the specific 
denial of its truth must be deferred ‘until the case is actually tried ; 
and this is, no doubt, the reason why so many criminal informations 
are applied for. 
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Tue Summary Jurispicrion (Repeal, &c.) Bill, which has 
introduced by Sir Wit11aM and Mr. Hisserr for 
purpose of repealing ‘‘ divers enactments rendered unnecessary 
the Summary Jurisdiction Acts and other Acts relating to d- 
ings before courts of summary jurisdiction, and to make T 
provisions for the uniformity of ings before those courts, 
proposes to repeal portions of ‘no less than 139 statutes, being, 
fact, to a great extent, one of ‘those particular Statute 
Revision Bills which, asin the case of the Oaths Act of 1871 and the: 
Civil Law Procedure and Statute Law Revisions Acts of 1879 and 
1882, are, from time to time, required to supplement the general 
Statute Law Revision Acts, of which the last was passed in 1878. 
The present Bill is prefaced by so full a “memorandum” that we 
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8 received in respect thereof, and to notify to the clerk to the 
registrar the fact of the completion of the examination. Until that 


have no difficulty in descrtbing its seope and object. ‘Since 
Jervis’s Act,” % is stated in this memorandum, oo eon- 
i 
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ferrmg summary jurisdiction have, for the most part, enacted 
only the. procedure necessary to supplement the deficiencies 
of Jervis’s Act. For instance, they have had sections respect- 
ihg the procedure on appeals to the court of quarter sessions, 
which is now regulated by the Aet of 1879. The object of this 
Bill is to repeal the enactments which have been rendered un- 
by the enactment of a general course of procedure in 
Jervis’s Act, and the other Summary Jurisdiction Acts. : 
The old Acts also contain provisions which are inconsistent with 
10, spirit, if not with the letter, of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 
1879; .and are now practically obsolete; as, for instance, the pro- 
‘ ¥isions which punish the non-payment of fine with whipping, or 
some other punishment over and above imprisonment, whether with 
or without hard labour. A clause has been inserted in the Bill to 
repeal.those provisions in general terms, and they are expressly 
repealed in detail by the schedule.” Considering that nearly 
five years have elapsed since the passing of the Summary 
Jurisdiction Act of 1879, we can only express surprise that the 
Bill was not introduced before: The chief practical benefit (and it 
will be a very great one) of the Bill will be that there will be one 
oan y for appeals to quarter sessions. The Act of 1879, 
will be remembered, expressly gave an option to an intending 
—— in cases where an appeal was given by a pre-1879 Act, to 
fo the old-procedure or the new, which must have been for a 
long time exceedingly confusing to all parties concerned. 





Tae Government Birt to extend the hours of polling, which it 
is proposed to style the Elections (Hours of Poll) Act, 1884, 
provides that at parliamentary elections for boroughs having 
a number of registered electors exceeding five thousand, the poll is 
to remain open from 8 a.m. to 8 p.m. The Act is also to apply to 
municipal elections in cases where the whole or part of the area 
of the municipal borough is co-extensive with, or included in the 
area of, a parliamentary borough having more than the five thou- 
sand electors. The present Bill is a great improvement upon 
former measures having the same object, which have made their 
—— as Ballot Act Continuance Bills for some years past, 

which contained elaborate provisions whereby certain local 
authorities, subject to the partial control of the Privy Council, 
were empowered to make provisional orders for the purpose of 
extending the hours of polling. The present law of the subject 
is contained in a variety of statutes, and, singularly enough, is 
untouched by the Ballot Act. In parliamentary boroughs generally 
the hours are, by 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 36,8 a.m. to4p.m. Inthe ten 
metropolitan boroughs the hours are, by 41 Vict. c. 4, 8 a.m. till 
8 pm. To university elections the Act 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 36, 
— to apply. Municipal elections are governed by section 58 
the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, which fixes the hours at 
from 9a.m.to4p.m. Lastly, at county elections, which it is not 
propssed to affect by the Bill, the poll, by 16 & 17 Vict. c. 15, 
remains from 8a.m.to5p.m. Greenwich time is, by the 
General Statutes (Definition of Time) Act, 1880 (43 & 44 Vict. c. 
9); to be observed in all cases. It might perhaps be worth while 
to set forth all these provisions in one single statute. The present 
Bill is a very short one, and contains no repealing clauses or refer- 
ences to other Acts of Parliament. 





Some neerxt actions for breach of promise of marriage have 
drawn attention to questions as to the amount of damages recover- 
able in actions for breach of promise of marriage. These questions 
have not unfrequently come before the courts upon applications to 
6 given by juries, but the courts appear, as a general 

sided with the plaintiff. This may be gathered from 
ease of Miller v. Joy, where £3,500 was recovered ; 
v: Da Costa (L. R. 1 C. P. 331), where the jury gave 
500; and the court refused to reduce it; and, lastly, from 
, (1-C. B. N. 8. 660), which is the leading case 

on the subject of damages in this class of action, the same rule may 
be gathered. The rule is thus laid down in Sedgwick on Damages 
senna cited with approval in the exhaustive judgment of 

mim, J.,;in Smith v. Woodfine. ‘In this action, though in 
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form ¢2 contractu, it being impossible from the nature of the case 





to fix any rule or measure of damages, the jury are allowed to take 
into consideration all the circumstances, and, provided their conduet — 
is not marked by prejudice, passion, or corruption, they are. per. 
mitted to exercise an absolute discretion over the amount of 
compensation.” ~ The same rule prevails in America. This action, 
it is said in Sedgwick on Damages, citing Wells v. Padgett (8 
Barb. 8. C. R. 323), “is given as an indemnity to the injured 
party for the loss she has sustained, and has been always held to 
embrace the injury to the feelings, affections, and wounded pride, 
as well as the loss of marriage.” It was, however, ruled y 
Asnort, J., in Irving v. Greenwood (1 C.& P. 350) that the defend- 
ant may, in mitigation of damages, go into evidence that his rela. 
tions disapproved of the match. 





WE rntmarTeD some time ago that the difficulties likely to arise 
from the provision in section 104, sub-section 2 (a.), of the Bank, 
ruptey Act, 1883, that an appeal shall lie from the order of a 
county court to the Court of Appeal, were receiving the carefal 
attention of the Lord Chancellor. The result of his deliberations 
is shown in the Bill which he has introduced in the House of Lords 
“to amend the law as to appeals in bankruptcy from county 
courts.” This measure proposes to repeal section 104, sub-section 
2 (a.), and to provide that an appeal shall lie in bankruptcy matters, 
at the instance of any person aggrieved, from the order of 4 
county court to a divisional court of the High Court of Justice, of 
which the judge to whom bankruptey business shall for the time 
being be assigned shall for the purpose of hearing any such appeal 
be a member; and that ‘‘the decision of such divisional court upon 
any such appeal shall be fina! and conclusive, unless in any case it 
shall seem fit to the said divisional court or to the Court of Appeal 
to give special leave to appeal therefrom to her Majesty’s Court of 
Appeal, whose decision in such case shall be final and conclusive.” 
We confess we do not see why a further appeal, by leave of the 
Court of Appeal, to the House of Lords should be excluded, when 
it is allowed (under sub-section 2 (c.) ) in case of decisions by the 
bankruptcy judge of the High Court. 








We may remind our readers that a daily list of matters before 
the chief clerks in chambers is printed, and can be obtained by 
practitioners. 


A very successful ‘‘ smoking concert” in connection with the 
Law Cricket Club was held on the 8th inst. at Anderton’s Hotel. 
The programme was an attractive one, and the music in general 
was excellently performed. 


The following twenty-five barristers were, on the; 11th inst., 
appointed by the Lord Chancellor to be Examiners of the Court 
underthe new rules as to examiners :—Mr. George Murray, Mr, G. Ll. 
Foster Cooke, Mr. W. Morshead, Mr. K. C. 8S. Parker, Mr. C. A. 
Beavan, Mr. J. Romilly, Mr. J. C. Russell, Mr. A. J. Mackey, Mr. 
R. Collier, Mr. R. B. Russell, Mr. E. R. Gayer, Mr. A. G. C. 
Liddell, Mr. E. Hume, Mr. C. G. Church, Mr. 8. H. Romilly, Mr. 
R. Wallace, Mr. W. W. 8S. Follett, Mr. E. Bray, Mr. J. C. Hannen, 
Mr. F. J. N. Pearson, Mr. E. R. Pearce, Mr. J. Scott Fox, Mr. 
E. F. Buckley, Mr. A. J. Spencer, and Mr. A. J. Hall. 


On the 13th inst., at the Lambeth Police Court, F. Moss, of 115, 
Dulwich-road, Herne-hill, was summoned for pretending to be a solicitor 
contrary to the 87 & 38 Vict. c, 68, 5.12. Mr. W: H. Humphreys raid 
he appeared pe apes poe on behalf of the Incorporated Law Society upon 
the on of # person who received the following letter from the 
defendant :—‘‘ Sir,—I am instructed by Mr. Silk, of Dorset-road, to 
apply to you for the enclosed -account—viz., £1 8s. Td.—and have to 
inform you that unless I receive a remittance for the same by Tuesday I 
shall be compelled to issue the usual process.’’ Mr. Yoephoas said the 
Law List was immediately looked at, and it was found that no such 
person was therein described as a solicitor, and the Law Sotiety therefore 
took the case up on public grounds. Evidence was given in support of 
the case, when the defendant said he had acted in perfect ignorance of 
the law. Mr. Biron said it was a serious matter for to act in this 
way ; but he did not see before him evidence sufficient to say the defend- 
ant had been in the habit of acting in this manner. It was a matter 


which could not in the interest of the public be passed over. Under the 


circumstances, he only imposed a fine of 20s. snd 2s. costs. 
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actio 
yett r Quzsrions connected with stamp duties seem destined to exercise 
njured avery curious influence upon the law of vendor and purchaser. 
eld to Afew weeks ago we pointed out to the attention of our readers 
pride; (supra, p. 42) the remarkable decisi sion 0 earsop ‘in 
ed b Inve Birkbe 'FEChOLE LAN 6, L. R.. 24 
fend. 4 ),t ra seni of real_estate 
' Tela- Wi has an | unstamp deed on his title, he may elu e objection of 
a purchaser by offering to procure, in the conveyance to the 
purchaser, the concurrence of the conveying party or parties to the 
unstamped conveyance. In a very recent number of the WeeExty 
RTER Will be found a report of another case (Yeo v. Dawe, 32 
arise W. RB. 203), which seems to open the way to some startling sug- 
Jank, gestions respecting the stamping of contracts for sale. 
of 4 In the present case the plaintiff had demised a hotel to the 
refal defendant by a lease which contained a covenant against sub- 
tions letting or assigning without the lessor’s leave. The lessor subse- 
ords quently gave the defendant leave to assign the lease to one Kemp, 
unty which was done in 1880, the assignment containing a condition of 
tion forfeiture in case Kemp should commit any offence against the 


ters, Licensing Acts. Kemp was subsequently convicted of an offence 


of 4 against the Licensing Acts, and the defendant thereupon entered 
>, of into negotiations with the plaintiff, which resulted in an agree- 
‘ime ment that the defendant should pay the plaintiff the sum of £150, 
peal and should be at liberty to assign or procure the assignment of the 
pon hotel to any person he might think proper. The defendant gave 
e it the plaintiff a document, signed by him, in the following 
eal terms :— 
of ““T, J. Dawe, promise to pay J. Yeo, on his signing a lease of the Castle 
the Hotel, the sum of £150.” 
1en This document was not stamped. In the event the £150 was not 
the id, and the plaintiff sued the defendant therefor. The objection 
cond taken that the document was not stamped, the plaintiff 
paid the penalty and got it stamped with a sixpenny stamp as an 
agreement ; after which he tendered it in evidence and obtained a 
verdict for the amount. Afterwards, on a motion for judgment 
accordingly, the court, consisting of Mr. Justice Grove and Mr. 
Baron Huddleston, held that the document came within the 
- language of section 49 of the Stamp Act, 1870, which enacts that 


a “note promising the payment of any sum of money, 

upon any condition or contingency which may or may not be 
performed or happen, is to be deemed, for the purposes of this 
1. Act, a promissory note for the said sum of money.” And since, 


al by virtue of section 53, a promissory note cannot be stamped after 
execution, it followed that the document ought never to have been 
stamped at all; while it was open to the further objection, that a 
; sixpenny agreement stamp is not the proper ir | for a promissory 
note for £150. Upon these grounds the plaintiff’s verdict was set 


aside, and judgment entered for the defendant. 

It is not our object to call in question the correctness of this 
decision; which might possibly be justified upon the ground (of 
which, however, there is no trace in the report of the judgment) 
that the plaintiff had elected to treat the document as a promisso: 
note, nak had sued upon it at Jaw upon that hypothesis ; and that 
the form of the pleadings precluded the court, at all events after 
verdict given, from giving him any relief except judgment for the 
amount which he claimed. We find it very difficult, how- 
ever, to suppose that the decision in Yeo v. Dawe, at ull 
events in the intention of the judges, went at all upon the 
particular form of the pleadings. To say, as we have said 
above, that there is no trace of such a thing in the judgment, is to 
say much too little; there are plain traces of the contrary. Not 
only is there no sign that, in an action differentl ptt hg the 
learned judges would have given the plainti relief, but 
there are plain signs that it never occurred to them ¢ that he could, 
in any action, be entitled to any relief whatever. 

Let us suppose that the ‘‘ negotiations ” pena She pene had 
been, not for the confirmation of a voidable or lease, but 
Raed ase of a lease de novo ; and a the ir — 

been agreed to id, not, as it apparen y was, for the waiver o 
& right of bal Aut by way of : fine or ium, van. the 
t ‘ promised to pay” as soon as the 





TY | been clearly aware of the difference, 





the new “lease.” ees 
who have ever written to establish any material distinction 
this supposed document and the Ghounent ik Yeo v. Dawe. 

The illustration above given would quite suffice to show the 
dangerous tendency of the decision. But it is not necessary that 
all the circumstances should tally so precisely with those in 
Feo v. Dawe in order that the 


but a document containing an agreement: to pa: mong 
upon an event which is either the “ yep 
or the “happening” of a “‘contingency” ? And why must wenot 
conclude that every common contract for sale requires: te be 
stamped as a ene! eo Can any material distinction he 
found in the use of denoting an woe semis donde 
denoting a promise? The judgment in v. Dawe clearly 

no countenance whatever to this distinction. OA promi t 

said Mr.. Justice Grove, with the approbation of Ee 
Huddleston, ‘‘ would be drawn_in the shape of an srueah on 
would never be stamped as an agreement unless something arose 
call for its production in a court of law, and then it would 
stamped as an agreement, and the revenue —_ be defrauded.’ 
As the document immediately before his lordship was, im 
drawn in the shape of a , he could have had no motive 
speculating upon the possible pernicious effects of agreements for 
similar purposes, unless he meant to intimate a distinct 
that, if the document before him had been drawn in the shape of 
agreement, its construction and the nature of the stamp required by 
it would have been the same. 

On the whole, we suppose that the courts will feel obliged 
somehow to find out some spfficient difference between 
common contracts for sale and the document in Feo v. Dawe; 
and we look forward to seeing them perform this task. with 
some curiosity, and not’ unmixed with anticipation of amusement. 
Possibly it may be suggested that, ae Yeo v. Daw, 
ment was in form only unilateral, and that this 
material distinction wchiian it and instruments in which the 
party also agrees to do something ; t 
it is a promissory note and requires to be 
the latter case it is a contract properly so-ealled 
agreement stamp. We should not be surprised if this 
came to be adopted, as being, under the: cireumstances, the 

sesame which is available to meet the difficulties of the 


ss 


pail 


LE 


But the adoption of this is not at all easy. This theory 
seems to render it necessary in shot in all pave. «fi ogearaaes 
which, on the one side, are in writing, and on the pi a oT 
verbal, but wa a ao Sa the written 
should be stamped as 

As to the section of the Stam the Stamp Act, 1870, which i 
all the difficulty—for under vr Stamp Ac, r Ata, 0 was 


in Feo v. Dawe, such a 

would clearly not have been meer ye to 3 pe a prominory aie 
we have no great difficulty in accounting for. its 

_- ioe he neon vente a ie Stamp 
did not 


perceive, with 
there was any mitered. dikaenas, bebwees or 7h 
Eente it is sat en 
onl have Econ 
knowledge only for the purpose of introducing 


«eontingenoy” 
confurion into the 

law. And it is pretty certain Secu they were ong 
common vice of ee gE oe a ~s 
ae think their ik 

their eyes a rat ent heen ght 
they applica all their ingennity to the task of 
ing for evasion ; and with such a? 
ap succeeded in “ cornering” “it pesbebiy 
rin of Yeo y. Dawe is to be metal, WSS 
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ACCIDENTS ARISING FROM OBSTRUC- 
TIONS TO HIGHWAYS. 


Tue recent case of Wilkins v. Day (L. R. 12 Q. B. D. 110) raised 
a somewhat curious point with regard to nuisance to a highway. A 
similar point was raised in the case of Harris v. Molbs (L. R. 3 

- D. 268). The judgment in Wilkins v. Day relies upon Harris 

v. Mobbe, but there are distinctions between the two cases, and it 
does not seem to us that the reasoning of the judges in the later of 
the two cases is at all clear or satisfactory, for reasons we will 

to give. 

The facts in Wilkins v. Day were as follows :—The defendant 
farmed land on either side of a highway. His servants removed a 
roller from one of his fields across the highway to the gate of the 
opposite field, and taking away the horses, left the roller on the 
green sward at the road side with its shafts turned up, but pro- 
jecting a few inches over the metalled part of the road, intending 
it to remain there until it should suit their convenience to draw it 
-—. The plaintiffs wife drove past the spot and her pony shied 
at roller, overturned the carriage, and so caused her death. In 
an action under Lord Campbell’s Act the jury found, in answer to a 
question left them by the judge, that the placing of the roller 
where it was and leaving it‘there was not a reasonable user of the 
highway, and thereupon it was held that the plaintiff was entitled 
to judgment. We cannot help doubting the correctness of the 
decision if its meaning is that. the question left to the jury 
by the judge is the true test in such a case. It appears to 
us, however, that very probably substantial justice was done in 

is case, because it would appear that there was evidence 
from which the jury might, and probably would, have found 
that the roller left in the manner in which it was by the 
highway was calculated to frighten horses passing along, and, if so, 
there was a nuisance to the highway of which the damage was the 
natural consequence. 

In Harris v. Mobbs (ubi supra) the facts were very similar. 
A horse-van attached to a steam-plough was left for the night 
on the grassy side of a highway by the defendant. The 
van and plough were four or five feet from the metalled 
part of the way. During the evening the plaintiff's testator 
drove his mare in a cart along the metalled road. The mare 
‘was a kicker but he was unaware of her vice. Passing the 
van she shied at it, kicked, and galloped*kicking for a hundred and 
fifty yards, then got her leg over the ‘shaft, fell, and kicked her 
driver as he rolled out of the cart, thereby causing his death. In 
an action by the deceased’s executors the jury found, in answer to 
questions left by the judge, that the van was left where it stood 
unreasonably and negligently ; and, in answer to a question whether 
it was dangerous to vehicles passing along the metalled parts of the 
road, they at first answered that it was not more dangerous than if 
the same van had been in motion travelling along the road with horse 
power, and, on being requested to answer the question “‘ aye or 
no,” they answered that there was some appreciable damage in 
leaving it standing where it was. They further found, in answer 
to ions, that the death of deceased was due to the van being 
‘where it was and the inherent vice of the mare combined, and that 
there was no contributory negligence. It was held that, on these 
findings, the judgment must be for the plaintiffs, for the un- 

unreasonable, and dangerous user of the highway was 

the i cause of the injury. 
ehavenot space to give long extracts from the judgments in these 
cases, but, in our opinion, the arguments and judgments in both cases 
—moreparticularlyin Wilkins v. Day—contfuse together the question 
of nuisance by obstruction to a highway with the question of dan- 
gerous nuisance to a highway—matters which, to our minds, are 
quite distinct. We think that very likely the judgment in Harris 
v. Mobbe was the correct result of the findings of the jury, 
because, as the judge who decided it (Denman, J.) very truly says, 
if the van was dangerous to vehicles passing by, as found by the 
jury, then, even assuming it would not have been a nuisance when 
paseing along the highway, it does not follow that it was not a 
nuisance left where it was, for it might be reasonable to convey 
such machines along the road from point to point, though they 
might occasion some risk ; yet it might be wholly unreasonable to 
increase the danger caused by them by leaving them all day and 
night on the high road, or closely adjoming to it. It 


seems to us that this is, at any rate, clear and luc 
reasoning, whether the conclusion is correct or not; but unfop. 
tunately, in our humble opinion, in other parts of his judgment 
the learned judge uses expressions tending to confuse the reg 
question in the case with that of obstruction of a highway 
unreasonable use thereof; and in the Jater case, Wilkins v. D 
the court (Grove and Mathew, JJ.) appear to have treated the cage 
of Harris vy. Mobbs as authority in support of the ruling of the 
judge at the trial in Wilkins v. Day, to the effect that the question 
on which the right of action depended was whether the user of the 
highway was reasonable or not. 

The two cases taken together appear to us to leave the doctrine of 
the law on the subject in some obscurity and confusion. The result of 
the decision in Wilkins v. Day, strictly taken, seems to us to be that, 
‘wherever there is an obstruction of a highway, and, but for the 
object causing such obstruction the accident would not haye 
happened, there is a cause of action in respect of such accident, 
Now, we cannot help doubting whether this is not much tog 
sweeping a proposition. Surely the damage in such cases must 
be the natural consequence of the obstruction. An obstruction is 
per se necessarily a nuisance to a highway in so far as it obstructs 
it, but it is not necessarily at all dangerous to passers-by in its 
nature, and in the ordinary course of events, though a horse may 
shy at it, and an accident may in consequence be caused. Suppose 
a roller or some other object to be left, in one case, on uninclosed 
land just off the highway, and in another case to be left just on 
the highway. A horse might, in either case, shy at the object; 
but unless it could be shown that the position of the object on the 
highway rendered it more likely to frighten horses and cause them 
to shy than if it were just off the highway, it seems to us that the 
fact. of its being on the highway, and, therefore, an obstruction 
to the highway, is immaterial. It would be absurd that in 
one case there should be liability, and in the other not. It is 
not as if the accident had occurred by actual collision with the 
object obstructing the highway. It seems to us that the question 
left in Wilkins v. Day, if correctly reported, was certainly insuffi- 
cient to determine the case. A jury might find that the placing 
and leaving the roller where it was was not a reasonable user of the 
highway, and yet it does not appear to us clearly to follow that 
the plaintiff was entitled to the verdict unless the damage was the 
natural consequence of the unreasonable user of the highway. It 
is true that if the roller had not been there the pony would not 
have shied at it, and in one sense the roller had no business to be 
there ; but if the roller was not in itself so terrifying or disturbing 
an object to horses as to be likely to cause them to shy if placed 
near a highway, and if its position on the road did not make it 
more terrifying and disturbing to horses than if it had been close 
to the highway but not upon it, we cannot see how the action can 
be maintained. A horse will shy sometimes at objects of the most 
ordinary character as to which it could not be suggested that it 
was negligence to exhibit them near a highway, or anywhere else, 
or that they were in the nature of a nuisance if so exhibited. 
Surely it cannot be good law to say that if such an object be left 
where it is a trespass or a disturbance of some public or private 
right to leave it, any accident which would not have happened 
without its being there is the natural consequence of the wrong 
committed by leaving it there. 








Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon attained his eighty-sixth year on 
Monday last. 


The House of Lords commenced its sittings on Monday to hear ap- 
peals. The list of effective causes contains eleven a 8, of which seven 
are from England, two from Scotland, and two from Ireland. 


Mr. Justice Cave commences his sittings in cham as Bankruptcy 
hn a on Saturday, the 16th inst., and his sittings in court on the 
th inst. 


In the House of Commons on the 8th inst., in reply to Mr. Norwood, 
the Attorney-General said that the delay iu trying cases in the Probate, 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division of the High Court of Justice had been 
due to the necessary a ce of Mr. Justice Butt on circuit. The Lord 
Chancellor had under his immediate a scheme by which he 
—" to relieve many of the judges from going into counties where the 
duties were light. It was hoped , before the next circuit, that scheme 
would be carried into effect. 
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REVIEWS. 

BANKRUPTCY. 
A Manvat oF Bankruptcy snp Brits oF SaLtE Law. WITH 
AnatyTiIcAL NoTEs .TO THE Bankruptcy Act, 1883, AnD 


REFERENCES TO THE LEADING CASES IN BANKRUPTCY UNDER THE 
1849, 1861, anD 1869 Acts, &c., &c. By J. EDMONDSON JOEL, 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


Praise is due to the author of this book for the energy and 
industry which he has bestowed upon it, and for the rapidity 
with which a volume of more than 800 pages has been placed 
in the hands of the profession. It comprises as a@ piece de 
résistance the new Bankruptcy Act, with voluminous — in some 
cases, too voluminous—notes appended to the several sections; the 
Bills of Sale Acts of 1878 and 1882; the Debtors Acts of 1869 and 
1878; and the rules and forms issued under the Bankruptcy Act. 
The reader is thus furnished with a complete code of the existing 
bankruptcy law, and he is also supplied with numerous references to 
eases decided upon the analogous provisions of former Acts. 

Every allowance, must, of course, be made for the haste with 
which the work has been prepared ; but the size of the volume might 
have been materially diminished if the author had avoided repetitions, 
and the highly reprehensible practice of paraphrasing in looser 
language the contents of each section. Whether a married woman 
who is not a separate trader can now be made a bankrupt is a 

aestion rather of theoretical interest than of practical importance. 
Stil, it is one of those problems of social life on which we expect 
from a writer on the special subject either a decided opinion sup- 

rted by argument, or, at least, a position of consistent mystification. 
Mr. Joel adopts neither alternative. On the contrary, he seems to 
waver between two inconsistent conclusions in a manner which is 
embarrassing to a person secking instruction from his work. Thus 
we find it stated, at page 11, that, ‘‘By the Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1882, for the first time a married woman has been 
made generally subject to the bankruptcy laws in respect of her 
separate property, and in respect of any trade carried on separatel 
from her husband, in the same way as if she were a feme sole.” And, 
in the same page, that ‘‘it would seem doubtful whether she can be 
made a bankrupt in respect of any liability not arising out of a trade 
carried on separately from her husband.” - While, in the note to 
section 152, it is broadly laid down, without qualification, that she 
may be made a bankrupt. 

A special feature of this book is the fulness with which the author 
treats each bankruptcy question in its historical aspect; but we 
venture to suggest that in the next edition, this part of the work 
should be considerably abridged, and, as far as possible, separated 
from the observations on the new matter. The author favours us 
with a long discussion of the question whether a mayor, alderman, 
or councillor will vacate his office by a composition or scheme of 
arrangement nnder the Act of 1883, and founds his ar; ent on the 
construction of the Municipal Corporations Act (5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 76). 
It is to be regretted that the author, in the course of his researches, 
did not light upon the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882 (45 & 46 
Vict. c. 50), for then he might have discovered that his ingenuity had 
been wasted on a repealed statute, and might have cancelled two or 
three pages of erroneous criticism. The 39th section of the later Act, 
interpreted by the 149th section of the Bankruptcy Act, may or may 
not be in conflict with the express enactment of section 34 of the 
latter, and we recommend the problem to Mr. Joel for consideration 
in his next edition. 

The rules and forms are printed with marginal references to the 
sections of the Act to which they relate, and these cannot fail to be 
useful to the practitioner. It would have been still more useful if 
the author had furnished references from the sections of the Act to 
the rules and forms. This, however, is promised when a “ further 
edition is published.” 





Tae Banxruproy Act AND RUvLEs, 1883, &c.; AND A COMMEN- 
TARY THEREON. By M. D. Cuatmers, Barrister-at-Law, and E. 
Hoven, Chief Clerk, Bankruptcy Department, Board of Trade. 
Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 


We have here a greatly enlarged edition of the useful little edition 
of the new Act which was issued by the authors shortly after pees 
The new rules bave been added, and notes have been appended to the 
different sections and rules. These notes are practical and useful, but 
do not, in general, attempt to expound the result of the decisions 
on corresponding sections in the previous Act. On the whole. 
considering the scope of the work, this is probably to be commended, 
but it would have been desirable to point out more fully the changes 
eifected Ly several of the soctions of the new Act, and in particu- 
lar by section 55 (1), relating to disclaimer, It is tantalizing to the 
reacer to be told that ‘this section very materially alters the provi- 


sions of section 23 of the Act of 1869,” without ha the nature 
and effect of the cha more pointed out bn’ Acad 
in the notes. The notes indicating the sources of the rules be 
a  tareg’y a rogose and some wager Bans pans 
omen’s ct, , are given, together wi forms 
driers issued by the Board of Trade and Lord Chancellor. 


A Concise TREATISE UPON THE Law oF Bankruptcy, &. By 
Epwarp TT. Barpwiy, Barrister-at-Law. FourtH Ebprrion. 
Stevens & Haynes. 

Mr. Baldwin’s book has a well-earned reputation for conciseness, 
clearness, and acc’ . This edition will not, we think, be 
deficient in these qualities. The author has embodied the 
visions of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, with skill and 
terse and readable treatise on bankruptcy law his 
commended to our readers, The Act and are 
the appendix, with marginal references to the text, and there isa 


good index. 


Bankruptcy LAW AND PRACTICE; BEING A TREATISE ON THE LAW 
AND PRACTICE OF BANKRUPTCY, TOGETHER WITH THE BANKRUPTCY 
Act, 1883. By Henry Wyatt Hart, Barrister-at-Law, Szconp 
Eprrion. Waterlow Brothers & Layton. 

Mr. Wyatt Hart’s second edition is really a new work, so 

has it been added to. It gives the Act and Rules, with notes, whi 





are occasionally very lengthy, and consist largely of statements of the 
results of decisions, The type of the book is excellent, 
PRACTICE. 


THE JuDICATURE Acrs AND RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT, 
1883; with NoTEs AND INDEX. By the late FREDERIC PHILIP 
ToMLINSON, Barrister-at-Law. Clowes & Sons. 


A melancholy interest attaches to this work, from the untimely 
death of its author before it was brought toa conclusion. ‘‘ 
anything beyond the task of revision,’ writes the editor 
Reid, Q.C.) in his preface, ‘‘ remained to be done i 
ting labours were closed by his death.” We have no 
work of revision was a labour of love to the editor 
gentlemen who assisted him; and that they 
the book a worthy monument of their lamen’ i 

The result, at = we ar to little m8 desired in err of 
statement, or in the ils of printi arrangement, which are 
important factors in the webdeaualcn book of practice. i 
care been bestowed on the separation of new matter from 
as to enable the eye to seize with — the changes introduced by 
the new rules. With this object a bi ine is drawn in the 
when the rule, or part of the rule, is entirely new. in, if 
words only have heen introduced, they are printed in italics ; 
amendments too complicated for convenient dissection are indicated 
by a reference to the old rule with the addition of the word 
‘‘amended.” Lastly, in the case of mere clerical or verbal altera- 
tions, the marginal reference to the ing rule is underscored 
with a broad line. We are thus, in all cases, 
whether the rule or any part of it is new; or 
predecessor with much or little variation. This 
venience to persons already familiar with the 

We must accord to this volume the praise 
practical work. There is not, from beginning 
‘*‘ book-making”; or, so far as we have 
which is not strictly relevant. The tendency, indeed, has been rather 
to exclude cases which might have been advantageously referred to, 
than to overcrowd the page with a obsolete references. 
The result of the cases is generally stated admirable conciseness ; 
and there is (an important feature in a book of practice) an ample 
margin for manuscript additions. 
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BILLS OF COSTS. 
PRECEDENTS OF BiILLs OF CosTs IN THE Hicn Court oF Justice, 

ConvEyancine, &c., &c. By Wittam Frank 

Solicitor, and THornton Toocoop, Solicitor. Fourts Eprrion. 

Stevens & Sons. 

We have submitted this edition of 8 and to 
the judgment of a very competent cwioriin oats po Ser who, 
aller cardfil chainbaatien tink dak has favoured us with the following 
report :—‘‘ A carefully prepared book and a i 
the profession. ere are a few introduced 
appear to coincide with those allowed bySchedule IT. of 
tion Order, such, for instance, as dra 
accounts - 495), 1s. 8d. per folio. The 
drawing all ‘deeds, wills, and other docum 
recognized. The precedents in the Chancery and Common Law 
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‘with most cases that will be required, and there is a well- 

ed general index for reference.” To this we may add that the 
of the book relating to the Remuneration Order has useful 

appended, and contains very complete scales of charges. 








CORRESPONDENCE. ? 


THE SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION AND LAW 


ASSOCIATION. 
“y [To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 
Si;~The question of the amalgamation of the Solicitors’ Benevo- 
leit Association with the Law Association having again ariva., I 
dhould esteem it a favour if you could find room for the following 


Years ago, when the question was discussed, one of the chief, if not 
the chief, point raised by the opponents to a scheme for this purpose 
1 the funds of the Law Association, being so much larger (as 
they were) than those of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, 
it not, with fairness to the first-named association, be brought 
about. Whatever value there may have been m, this contention 
which I believe to be ail), is now entirely disposed of, the funds of 
fre Solicitors’ Benevolent p akon being at the present time very 
h in éxcess of those of the Law Association. 
objections now raised by the opponents to an amalgamation 
are, as I understand (I am open to correction if I mistake 


1, That the recipients of the funds of the Law Association would 
suffer in the amount of relief awarded should the two associations be 


2. it would be a very costly matter to bring about, 
—s an Act of Parliament for the purpose; and 
. Bc ‘Phat the funds now receivable by the two associations from the 
would be lessened by reason of such amalgamation. 

My. diiswer to the first objection will dispose also satisfactorily of 
the second. 


What is asked for is an amalgamation of the two associations, but not 
an ion of the funds. Let the funds be kept distinct, and 
let: those entitled to benefit from the funds of the Law Association 
continue to make their application to that fund, and receive relief 

: to the same amount exactly as they would have been 
awardéd had no amalgamation taken place. This would require no 
Act.of Parliament nor expense in any way. 

Bat then it is said that the funds flowing in from the profession 
would diminish, and that those who now give to both associations 
“would then ge Fgh to the one amalgamated association. To a 
certain extent this might be the case; but who for one moment 


fact of its being represented by one large representative association 
rather than by two smaller ones, causing a division of interests and 
: ‘im the profession ? 

ipve that it would be all the other way, and that a policy of 
adhesion would effectually allay discontent now so often expressed, 
end be the cause of a more liberal flow of money in support of the 
-fanris of the dmalgamated association, the fact being that many now 
will not give because of the divided interest, and some who have 
Lo gp to withdraw future support if the two associations are 


a 
f 


. 


Moreover, the Law Association is already steadily losing more 
than it gains, every year showing a decrease in the number. 


:L-will not venture to occupy more of your space, although much | P 


more might be said in favour of amalgamation, only to say that, not 

have you given your decision in its favour, but that also all the 

learned: judges who have been chairmen of the annual festivals of the 

Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, and referred to the subject, have 

strongly advocated the scheme of amalgamation. 
Farnival’s-inn, Feb. 12. 


t 


Epwin HEDGER. 





DEEDS OF ASSIGNMENT FOR GENERAL BENEFIT OF 
CREDITORS. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnal.]} 


Sir,—In your issue of the 12th ult. you printed a form of deed of 
isai gunmen’ for benefit of creditors which been sent to you for publi- 
tation, and you invited the suggestions of your readers uponit. Ihave 
efully considered the form, and it appears to me that it would be 

much improved by the insertion of covenants by the debtor, 
ust before the release from the creditors, that he will aid and assist 

§ trustee in the realization of the estate, and for that purpose will 
% & full disclosure of all his assets of every kind, and that he will 
ite all such yg he yes cir og and do all such acts as 
‘ quired o trustee for the purpose of more 
eli tu Mies afl the aancte of the debtor; and I also 









—= 
think a provision that, in the event of his wilfully failing to fulfil sug 
covenants, then the release should be void (to come in just before the 
arbitration clause) would be a wise precaution. It ig to me 
deeds of this kind will certainly become popular with creditors, = 
it is important, therefore, that a good form should be established for 
use by the profession. The statement in a recent number of the Pajj 
Mall Gazette as to the falling off in the number of bankruptcies this 
year, and which you reproduced in last week’s issue of your journal, 
is very significant on this point, but, in my view, this result is rathe 
a tribute to the success of the Act, asI consider that an Act which has 
the effect of bringing debtors and their creditors together to settle 
their affairs in a reasonable manner without the interference of the 
court is an unmistakeable success; although probably it is scarcely 
the kind of success which the authors of the Act contemplated. 

Feb. 11. A So.icrror, 





COUNTY COURT INSOLVENTS.—THE ADMINISTRATION 
ORDER, SECTION 122. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 

Sir,—I have not read Mr. Daniel’s statement that this order is 
unworkable, or Mr. Chamberlain’s, but observing your notice in last 
Saturday’s journal on a recent remark of the learned county court judge 
at Bradford, I desire through your columns to ask why this very use- 
ful enactment is considered unworkable? Mr. Daniel’s statement, 
as reported, that it would take the debtor one or two years to pay 
the creditors’ solicitor’s costs in the action in which the order is 
is startling. These costs must be very much under £5, and if the 
judge considers this would take more than a a is the use of 
the ordinary judgment summons against a working man personally 
with some 2 Boe and therefore committed for several nin one 
after the other? Surely it is better for both debtor and creditor 
that such a man should be made to pay a weekly sum into court for 
all his creditors, which the judge considers he ought reasonably to 
spare out of his wages after due provision for the actual necessities 
of his family—admittedly, I hope, a prior charge on his earnings. 

Imprisoament for mere debt was considered in 1869 a disgrace to 
us, and the Debtors Act professed to abolish it, but—I believe 
unfortunately—left the present power on proof of means; and now 
the Bankruptcy Court is open to all with £10 or £12 to pay court 
fees, it would be hard indeed if no opening existed for con debtors 
without such fees in their possession; and this administration order 
up to £50 of debt, affords this relief, and I trust no idea of its 
unworkability will interfere with its general use. 

G. MANLEY WETHERFIELD.’ , 
2, Gresham-buildings,Guildhall, E.C., Feb. 12. 





THE LAW CLUB. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—Permit me to correct your reporter’s account of my observa- 
tions at the last general meeting of the Incorporated Law Society. 
The inference that I approved of the Law Club holding part of the 
society’s premises, rent, rates, and taxes free, is incorrect, nor did I 
state that the retention of the ballot is my only objection to the present 
arrangements. The ballot, however invidious it may be, is of only 
nominal importance, for it is doubtful if the Law Club can afford the 
luxury of blackballing candidates. My objection goes to the whole 
root of the matter, and my contention is that the very existence of a 
club in any of the society’s premises (except, perhaps, as tenants 
at rack-rent) is contrary to the dette: and, therefore, wholly illegal. 
This view is strengthened, not only by the club’s own statement, but 
ractically is confirmed also by the Solicitor-General’s opinion, based 
though that was on an ex parte case. But, apart from the dry legal 

uestion, a social club in Chancery-lane is an anachronism, and the 
club’s diminishing numbers prove this. 

The vote taken on the 31st ult. does not indicate the general feeling 
of the society, for it was evident that the majority was chiefly com- 
posed of the interested votes of club men. 3 

W. P. W. Puitimore, 5.C.L. 








THE NEW PRACTICE 


R. 8. C., 1883, onp. 16, x. 11—Amenpment or Warr ann Srarement OF 
Cram sy apprne Parties arvrer JupemMent PRoNouUNCED.~In a case 

Keith v. Butcher, before Kay, J., on the 9th inst., an application was made 
to the court under ord. 16, r. 11, of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 
1883, under the following circumstances :—The action was for foreclosure 
against the mortgagor, J udgment in which had been given in November, 
1882, but had not drawn up or entered. It had since been dis- 
covered that there wee pare incumbrancers against whom the order 
would not be weewithstending the Te appheation under the above rule 
was for leave, the judgment, to amend the writ and 
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Third-party directions—Contribution between sureties—Husband and, 


the defendant from the order of Master Dodgson, that the action should 
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t it of claim by making these incumbrancers parties to the action. 
was made to the case of Attorney-General v. Birmingham Corpora- 
tin (29 W. R.127, L. R. 15 Ch. D, 423), where it had been held that the cor- 
responding rule of the Rules of Court, 1875 (ord. 16, r. 13), did not apply 
go as to enable a plaintiff to amend after judgment, but t the present 
pase was distinguishable, as the judgment had not been drawn up and 
entered. It was also asked to have the action restored to the cause-book, 
marked ‘‘part Leard,’’ and for leave to amend as indicated above, 
which appearance would be entered in the ordinary course, and 
final judgment could be pronounced. Kay, J., made the order.— 
crrors, Blake ¢ Heseltine. 


R. 8. C., 1883, orp. 27, ne. 11, 15—Deravtr or Pieapinc—Morton 
yor JUDGMENT—SvuBsEQUENT De.tveRyY oF DEFENCE BEFORE HEARING OF 
Morton.—In a case of Gibbings v. Strong, before the Court of A on 
the 13th inst., a question arose as to the effect of the delivery of a state- 
ment of defence after the plaintiff has given notice of motion for judg- 
ment in default of pleading, but before the hearing of the motion. e 
mestion arose with reference to ord. 29, rr. 10, 14, of the Rules of 
Bourt, 1875, but these rules are, in substance, identical with rules 11, 15, 
of the R. 8. C., 1883. Rule 16 provides that, ‘‘if the defendant makes 
default in delivering the defence, the plaintiff may set down the action on 
motion for ju ent, and such pad psscen shall be given as, upon-the 
statement of claim, the court shall consider the plaintiff to be entitled to.”’ 
And by rule 14, ‘‘ any judgment by default which, under this order, or under 
any other of these rules, may be set aside by the court or a judge upon 
such terms, as to costs or otherwise, as such court or ju may think 
fit.” In the present case the writ was specially mdorsed. e statement 
of claim was delivered on the 24th of July; the time for delivermg a 
statement of defence expired on the Ist of August. The plaintiffs con- 
sented to an extension of the time to the 16th of August, but no defence 
was delivered. On the 18th of November the action was set down on 
motion for judgment in default of pleading. On the 4th of December 
the defendant took out a summons for leave to put in a defence, and this 
application was refused. Some weeks after the motion came on for hear- 
ing, and meanwhile the defendant, without having obtained any leave 
from the court, had delivered a statement of defence. Fry, J., on the 
hearing of the motion, refused to look at the defence, and gave 
judgment for the plaintiff according to his notice of motion. 
The Court of Appeal (Lord Szipornz, C., Lord Conerines, OC.J., 
Corron, LJ.) reversed this decision, holding that 5 om 
ought to have been had to the statement of . defence. rd 
Ssizornez, C., said that in considering what judgment the plaintiff was 
entitled to, the court was to exercise some judgment; it was not bound to 
adopt the very words of the plaintiff's claim, and if a defence had been 
delivered between the notice of motion and the hearing, though it was out 
of time, yet, if it had not been set aside, the court, in considering 
whether any judgment should be given according to the a claim, 
orwhether any modification should be made in it, would ht in con- 
sidering the defence. The court must. exercise its discretion. If the 
defence contained no substantial answer to the claim, the court would not 
attend to it; but if it contained a substantial answer, the court would 
hardly go through the form of 'making an order to-day which would be 
set aside to-morrow under rule 14. Lord Coteriper, C.J., concurred. 
Gorron, L.J., was of opinion that it was the duty of the judge to con- 
sider how he was to do justice between the parties. Undoubtedly the 
tiff was in a position to move under rule 10 for default of pleading by 
ihe defendant, but when the case came before the judge a defence had 
been delivered, and his lordship could not read the rule as compelling the 
indge to disregard anything which was brought before him by the 
endant, especially having regard to rule 14.—Soxicrrors, Zrinders § 
Romer ; George Davis, Son, § Co. 





JUDGES’ CHAMBERS,* 
QUEEN’s BEencH Drvision. 
(Bofore MATHEW, J.) 
Feb, 8.—Jones v. Arthur —_= : Anna Elizabeth Elderton, Third 
"arty. 


wife—Ord. 16, r. 52. 
This“was a summons for directions, under ord. 16, r. 52, on appeal by 


proceed between the original parties only, and that the order giving leave 
to serve the third , and her appearance, be set aside. 

' The action was brought to recover money by the plaintiff as surety 
for the defendant under a mortgage deed. e defendant had, by leave, 
served a third- notice upon Anna Elizabeth Elderton, his wife, claim- 
ing to be indemnified by her against liability under the mortgage, on the 
Ground that he was a party thereto only as her surety. 

PF, Whinney, for the defendant.—The mo: deed was entered into 
upon the marriage of the defendant to the party, and the defendant 
was a party to it only for the purpose of joining as surety in a covenant 
for. payment of principal and interest, and of assenting to the dis 

his intended wife of her interest in the p thereby aera 
plaintiff, who is the mother of the third party, joined with the 
party in mortgaging their property for the purpose of making a settle- 





ment upon her. The third patty should therefore be bound by the judg. 
mor W. Grom f the third party.—The master thought that rr 

. Ww. , tor the — / » a : 
Wasion Baring 30: cepeaede Sees. ere not be beonght in ove third panty 
"Maruew, J.—The master was quite right, and this appeal. must{be dis- 


‘ ‘Gar 
Appeal dism ; plaintiff’s costs in any event. Costs of third party 
not provided for by master to be by defendant, ° 

Scdictioes tac the planet « H. Phelan. 

Solicitors for the plaintiff, Phelps, Woodforde, § Co. 

Solicitors for the defendant, Guy ¢ Co. . 





Feb. 11.—Copley v. Jackson & @o. 
Pleading—Statement of defence—Mere denial. of debt—Ord. 21, 
rr. 1, 3. 

A paragraph in a defence which merely denies that the defendant 

is indebted to the plaintiff will be strack out, unied amended. 

See ves 0S sopee Oe Se Ce ee order of Master 
Johnson that the paragraph of the statement of defence should bé - 
struck out, unless amended withm ten days. 

The claim indorsed on the writ was for the balance of account: rendered. 
for work and labour done for the defendants at their request, giving 


culars. 

Paragraph 1 of the statement of defence was as follows :—‘‘ The 
ser oo deny ot Oe —a to the mae a —< 
money whatever.”’ e paragraph alleged payment ; e 
rg alleged that, as to certain leona, the plaintiff was bound by 

is contract with the defendants to delivér an invoice giving exact 
measurements, that he had not done so, and that he was not entitled to be 


id anything more umtil he did so. 
oe 1 of this defence is said to be 


Steavenson, for the defendants.—P. 
inadmissible, under ord. 21, r. 1. But it is submitted that a wrong 


construction has been 


within that rule. A single 
further submitted that thi pimeemeph is admissible under ord. 21, r. 3. 
It is a denial of the amount claimed. 

Edwin Smith (solicitor), for the plaintiff.—This is embarras- 
sing within ord. 19, r. 27, and is a mere denial of the within ord. 21, 
r.1. The ph must be taken by itself, and must show thé grounds 
on which the defendants deny the debt, j 

Maruew, J.—This phates is wrong. To a claim for work and 
labour done, the defen , instead of saying that the work had been 
done under a special contract, deny suth 
whatever. If they add, ‘‘inasmuch as the had been done under a 
special agreement mentioned in 3,”’ the may stand. 

Order :—First paragraph to be amended by referring to drd paragraph ; 
plaintiff's costs in any event. _ 


Solicitor for the plaintiff, Edwin Smith. , 
Solicitors for the defendants, Brownlow ¢ Howe. 
———ae 


Feb. 11.—Clifford and another ¥. Budds and another, ; 
Judgment under order 14—Defence of bankruptcy. 


That the defendant has gone into liquidation ae action a 
will not prevent judgment being given against under order 14, 
if the court of bankruptcy has refused to stay the action. 
This was a summons for judgment under order 14, referred 
master to the judge, 
The action was 
to sell certain 
such 
into liquidation. The plaintiffs took out a summons for 
order 14; and the defendants thereupon applied to tnd county court at 


Greenwich to restrain the action under section 11 of nae Bg 
of 1869. Fae eee ed pe Ss the ground that was an 


action for fraudulent breach of trust section 49 of the Act, 
Moulton, for Het mmeepen te defendants have not yet obtained their 
i "1 is not a debt which would be barred by the discharge. 


'Yhe bankruptcy court has held that this is an action for fraudulent br 
of trust. 


R. Vaughan Williams, for the defendants.—This is a simple claim for 
money had and received. The plaintiffs have no except 
ae They say that this was a breach of trust, but 
the defendants deny it. That question must be tried. 

Maruew, J.—-I am satisfied the defendants have no defence to this 
action, and I shall allow the plaintiff to sign judgment. 


Z 


Order for be meee 
Solicitors for the tiffs, Bircham ¢ Co. 
Solicitors for the ts, Howard ¢ Shelton. 


Feb, 12.—Hutchison v. Colorado United Mining Company. 
Third-party notice—Service out of the jurisdiction—Action | 


company to put ‘8 name on register—Claim 
party as “* Contribution or indemnity "—Ord 16, r, 


This was an application by the defendants for leave to serve a thind- 
party notice, ord. 16, r. 48, out of the jurisdiction, 


i 





* Reported by A, H. Brrrzmsron, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
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The ~ ear was originally made er parte ; but by direction of the 
judge it been adjourned for the attendance of the plaintiff. 
The action was brought to compel the defendants to register the plaintiff 
as the owner of certain shares. e defendants had received notice from 
& person resident at Colorado not to register the plaintiff, as the shares in 
question had been transferred to him. 
Atkinson, for the plaintiff.—The plaintiff shows a primd facie title 
to be put on the register; and ought not to be delayed or to incur costs 
by the issuing of this notice. The defendants show no case for a claim 
for indemnity or contribution. ¢ 
It was contended for the defendants that the plaintiff claimed to be put 
on the register as the owner of these shares, and the person that the 
defendants sought to serve with a third-party notice said that he should hold 
the defendants liable in damages if they complied with that claim. He 
should, thérefore, indemnify the defendants in respect of any damages 
‘that they might have to pay to the plaintiff if it was found that the 
tiff was the owner of the shares. The question was really one between 
e plaintiff and the third party, and the defendants ought to be pro- 


Maruew, J.—This is not an application for leave to interplead ; and I 
doubt whether it is a claim for indemnity within the rule as to a third- 
party notice. But if it is within the rule, I cannot make the order in this 
case against the wish of the plaintiff, as it would be tying up his action 
for three months. Whether the defendants can interplead is a matter 
about which I express no opinion. 

No order, without prejudice to an application by the defendants for 
leave to interplead. 

Solicitors for the pee. Miller § Miller. 

Solicitors for the defendants, G. 8. ¢ H. Brandon. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Bankrvuprcy—DecraraTion or InsoLvency—Lunatic—TRADER—POWER 
or Commitree—Banxrvptcy Act, 1883, ss. 4, (f.), 148.—In a case of In re 
James, before the Court of Lunacy, on the 13th inst., the question arose 
whether leave should be given to the committee of a lunatic trader to file, 
on his behalf, a declaration of his inability to pay his debts, with a view 
of his committing an act of bankruptcy so that bankruptcy proceedings 
might be taken against him, or to present a bankruptcy petition in the 
name and on behalf of the lunatic. Section 148 of the Bankruptey Act, 
1883, provides that, ‘for all or any of the purposes of this Act... a 
lunatic may act by his committee or curator bonis.’’ The lunatic was a 
trader. He was found ericré: 4 inquisition in 1882. His business was 
afterwards carried on by his wife, who was appointed committee of his 

and estate. His estate was insolvent, his debts amounting to more 
£2,000, and his assets being valued at about half that sum. A credi- 
tor had obtained judgment and had issued execution, and the sheriff had 
seized under the writ and was about to sell. The committee applied to 
the court for leave to file a declaration of insolvency in the name and on 
behalf of the lunatic, or to present a petition in his name and on his behalf, 
with the view of stopping the intended sale by the sheriff and having the 
lumatic’s estate administered in bankruptcy. It was urged that this 
‘Would be for the benefit of the lunatic, because his assets would, in this 
, be more advan sly disposed of, and because some of the princi- 
cfeditors were willing, in that event, to consent to some provision being 
made out of the assets for the maintenance of the lunatic. Reliance was 
a a ve Lee (31 W. R. 802, L. R. 23 Ch. D. 216, 27 Soxtcrrors’ 
OURNAL, 256), in which, under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, the Court of 
Lunacy authorized the committee of a lunatic to consent, on his behalf, 
to an adjudication of bankruptcy being made against him on the petition 
of a tor. The Court (Lord Sztzornez, C., and Corrox, L.J.) were of 
oo that it would probably be for the benefit of the lunatic that he 
be adjudicated a bankrupt, and they gave the leave asked for.— 
Soxrcrrors, Willoughby ¢ Winch. 








Pracrice—Consent To Orper—RicHT TO wiTHDRAW CONSENT BEFORE 
Passine anp Entry or Onper.—In a case of Harvey v. The Croydon Union 
Rural Sanitary Authority, before the Court of Appeal on the 13th inst., 

i question arose whether in the Chancery Division a consent 
once given by counsel, with the authority of the client, with a full know- 
ledge of the facts, and under no misapprehension, can We withdrawn 
before the order consented to has been drawn up, passed, and entered by 
the registrar. There have been somewhat contradictory decisions on the 
point, and, so far as appeared, the matter had never till to-day been con- 
lusively decided. by the Court of Appeal. The action was brought to 
restrain the defendants from pulling down two houses belonging to the 
plaintiffs, and for damages. e plaintiffs moved for an injunction until 
the trial of the action, and, when the motion came on to be heard, the de- 
fendants’ counsel consented to have the motion treated as the trial of the 
action, and consented to a perpetual injunction against them until the 
terms of the Towns Improvement Act, 1847, should have been satisfied, 
and an inquiry as to damages, and payment of costs by the defendants. 
Before the had been passed and entered the defendants desired to 
withdraw their consent, and Pearson, J. (vide ante, p. 156), without any 
evidence that the consent had been given under a mistake or misappre- 
hension, allowed this to be done. He was of opinion that, even if there 


4 


: 


nipez, C.J., and Corron, L3) Corron, L.J., said that Pearson, J., had 
come to the conclusion that it was the settled practice in the Chance; 
Division that a consent given by counsel with his client’s perv | 
afterwards be withdrawn simply at the will of the person who given 
it. The learned judge did not go into the question whether the consent 
had in this case been given under any mistake ; of course, if there had 
beén a mistake, the consent would not be binding. But it was a different 
question whether it could be withdrawn when there had been no con 
and, so far as his lordship knew, this was the first time the question 
been brought before the Court of Appeal. No doubt Jessel, M.R., did 
consider that a consent so given could be withdrawn, even though there 
had been no mistake, and at first Cotton, L.J., thought from what J 
M.R., had said, that such had been the settled practice, but on looking at 
the cases referred to by him, he had come to a different conclusion. Ip 
his lordship’s opinion, independently of the question what the settled 
practice was, it would be wrong if a party had once given his consent, and 
there had been no error, to allow him to withdraw it. Was the court, 
then, bound by authority to hold differently? There were, no doubt, 
cases before Jessel, M.R., in which a consent had been allowed to be with. 
drawn; but there were many other cases in which the court had refused 
to allow this to be done. Undoubtedly in those cases there had been 
something in the nature of a compro , and that might possibly be a 
reason for the decision. But what Lord Lyndhurst said in Furnival y, 
Bogle (4 Russ. 142) was very strong; and in the last edition of Seton on 
Decrees, the late Mr. Leach referred to Holt v. Jesse (24 W. R. 879, L. R, 
3 Ch. D. 177), as deciding that if a man knew all the material facts, and 
there had been no mistake, he could not mem his mind and withdraw 
the consent which hehad given. His lordship thought that for the future 
the rule must be taken to be that if counsel, with the authority of his client, 
once gave a consent, and there had been no mistake, the consent could 
not be afterwards withdrawn. In the present case, his lordship thought 
that Pearson, J., was wrong, upon the facts which were before him, in 
allowing the defendants to withdraw their consent, though, perhaps, in 
the state of the authorities he would have had a difficulty in deciding dif- 
ferently. But the Court of Appeal was not bound by those authorities, 
His lordship was glad to find that the practice which he had thus laid down 
was the sameas that which had prevailed in the Queen’s Bench Division. 
Lord Coterrmer, C.J., said that, according to his experience in the 
Queen’s Bench Division, a consent once given under the signature of 
counsel duly authorized, and with a full knowledge of all the facts, was 
absolutely binding, and could not be afterwards withdrawn. He agreed 
in the view that this was the right practice, and he thought it was in the 
interest both of counsel and of their clients that this should beso. He 
was extremely glad to find that in the view of the Lord Justice the prac- 
tice of the Chancery Division was the same. The appeal was according! 
allowed, but without prejudice to any application which the defendants 
might be advised to make to Pearson, J., to be allowed to withdraw their 
consent upon evidence that there had been a mistake in giving it.— 
Sourcrrors, Corsellis, Son, § Mossop ; Henderson § Buckle. 





Costs—Set-orr—Derravttinc Trustrse—Ricutrs or Soxicrror.—In a 
case of Wilde v. Walford, before the Court of Ap on the 13th inst., a 
y anette arose as to set-off of costs. The defendant had occupied a 

duciary position, and on a petition for the appointment of new trustees of 
a testator, the plaintiffs were appointed trustees, and it was ordered that 
costs should be paid to the defendant. Judgment was subsequently 
recovered against the defendant by the plaintiffs for £52 10s. income 
profits in respect of part of the trust eceeny which he had wrongfully 
in reas ar A great part of the £52 10s. accrued due before the 
making of the order on the petition for appointing new trustees. The 
defendant’s costs of the petition were rine at £40, and the plaintiffs 
claimed to set off the £40 as against the £52 10s. Fry, J., held (31 W. R. 
519) that this could not be done, because the set-off would affect the lien 
of the defendant’s solicitor for his costs of the petition. The Court of 
Appeal (Lord Setzornz, C., Lord Cotermncz, C.J., and Corron, L.J.) 
held that there should be a set-off, on the ground that the solicitor of a 
trustee, who was in default to the trust fund, could have no lien on the 
sum payable to the trustee for costs until the trustee had made good his 
default.—Soxicrrors, E. Kimber ; Walford. 


rn 


Proor iv Bankruptcy —Proor sy Partnern—ComMpPEririon WITH 
Creprtors.—In a case of Ex parte Andrews, before the Court of A 1 on 
the 1st inst., a question arose as to the admission in a liquidation of a proof 
which was tendered by the executors of A., a former parmer of the debtor, 
for capital of the testator left in the business at interest. The trustee had 
rejected the proof, on the ground that it would be made in competition 
with joint creditors of the testator and the debtor. It was prac y 
admitted that the only existing ible joint creditors of the Tebtor and 
the testator were the beneficiaries under the will of R., another former 
rtner in the “firm, whose capital had been left ia the business. These 
neficiaries had not, however, tendered any proof in the liquidation 
in respect of any liability of the debtor to them jointly with the 
testator, though they had tendered proofs in respect jof their beneficial 
interests under R.’s will, on the ground that the debtor was one of the 
trustees of that will. An action was also pending in the Chan Divi- 
sion for the administration of A,’s estate, and the beneficiaries under R.’s 
will had not claimed to prove in that action, but, on the contrary, had 
stated in writing to the solicitors of A.’s executors that they did not intend to 
make anysuch claim. The Ceurt (Lord Szinornz, C., Lord Cotzripes, C.J., 





had been no mistake, yet, having regard to the fact that the case had never 
bis to the court, the defendants were entitled to withdraw their 
This decision was reversed by the Court of Appeal (Lord Cone. : 


and Corton, L.J.) held that the proof ought to be admitted. Lord Sezzozns, 
C., who delivered the judgment of the court, said that the rule, as stated 
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by Lord Eldon in Ex parte Siilitoe (1 G. & J. 374) was this, that “‘a part- 
ner in a firm against which a commission of bankruptcy has been issued 
shall not prove in competition with the creditors of the firm, who are, in 
fact, his own creditors, and shall not take pa of the fund to the re. 
dice of those who are not only creditors of the partnership, but o: - 
self.” This rule extended to the case of a retired or deceased partner, 
when the continuing or surviving partners or partner had become bank- 
rapt But their lordships thought it was essential to the application of the 
mile that there shouid be some creditors proving under the bankruptcy 
fora debt or debts in respect of which the partner, or former partner, 
whose proof was excluded, and the bankrupt were jointly liable. In the 
present case the beneficiaries under the will of R. had not proved, or 
aimed to prove, in the liquidation in respect of any debt or liability for 
which the debtor and A. were jointly liable, nor had any other person 
done so. On the contrary, the beneficiaries had proved against the debtor 
as their trustee under R.’s will, a character which A. ee filled. If 
they had any claim against A. they might have established it under the 
judgment for the administration of his estate, but they had not done so; 
on the contrary, they had expressly stated that they had been advised that 
they could not make, and that they did not intend to make, any such 
claim. In this state of circumstances their lordships did not think that 
the executors of A ought to be now called upon to litigate with the 
trustee in the liquidation the question whether such a claim, if made, 
could be established. If any proof in respect of a joint liability of A 
andthe debtor should hereafter be made in the liquidation, or if, by 

veedings against the executors of A., it should be established that he 
was at the time of his death liable jointly with the debtor for the trust 
fund in respect of which proofs had been made, the trustee would then be 
at liberty to apply to the proper court as he might be advised. At the 
present time their lordships thought that no case had been shown for the 
application of the rule in question.—Soxicrrors, H. Montagu; Hughes, 
Hooker, $ Co. 


Proor iv Banxrvuptey—Szcvrep Creprror—Vatvation or Securrry— 
Jour Dent—Securiry on separate Estatre—Murvat Crepir— Bank- 
nuptcy Act, 1869, s. 39.—In a case of Ez parte Caldicott, before the 
Court of Appeal on the Ist inst., a question arose as to mutual credit 
between liquidating debtors and a creditor holding security on the 
separate estate of one of them. H. and his son carried on business in 
ene. In July, 1880, the father mortgaged to the bankers of the 

rm some real estate, which was his separate property, to secure the 
talance which should from time to time be due from the firm to the bank. 
In 1881, the father entered into an agreement for the sale of a part of the 
mortgaged estate, and requested the bank to concur in the conveyance 
to the purchaser. ‘The bank consented to do. this upon certain terms, 
which were embodied in an agreement dated the 3rd of June, 1881. 
This agreement provided that the sum of £8,750, part of the purchase- 
money, should be placed on a deposit account with the bank m the name 
of the father, carrying interest at five per cent. per annum, and that the 
sum thus deposited should be a security to the bank for the 
balance for the time being owing to them by the firm; but that, 
subject to such security, the £8,750, and the interest to accrue due 
thereon, should remain the separate property of the father, that, until 
the payment of the balance due from the firm to the bank, the father 
should not be entitled to withdraw the £8,750, or any part thereof, but, 
until demand should be made by the bank for te yearn of the balance, he 
should be at liberty to draw out half-yearly the interest carried to his 
credit on the principal sum ; and that, in casedemand should be made 
for the payment of the balance, the bank might, at anytime after the 
expiration of twelve months from the making of such demand, but not at 
any earlier period, apply the £8,750, and the interest accrued due thereon 
from the time of making such demand, in or towards payment of the 
balance due to them by the firm. On the 18th of April, 1882, the firm 
filed a liquidation petition. At this time the balance due by them to the 
bank amounted to £17,093 19s., and on the 19th of May, 1882, the bank 
served on the trustee in the liquidation a notice deman payment of the 
balance. In October, 1882, the bank tendered a ae in the liquidation 
against the joint estate of the firm for the whole of the balance. The 
trustee rejected the proof to the extent of £8,750, on the ground that that 
sum was in the hands of the bank, and was applicable to the soca of 
the firm’s debt, and ought, therefore, to have been deducted 4 m the 
oo. The Chief Ju held that the proof must be admitted for the 

amount, and this decision was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (Lord 
Szizornz, C., and Corron and Linptey, L.JJ.) On behal fof the a ; 
itwas contended that if the father had sued the bank for the £8,750, the 

bank would have had a right to set off the debt of the firm i 
it, and, therefore, the mutual credit clause equa’. Lord Szxzorng, C., 
said that the arrangement in question was a Jide one. If it had been 
entered into for the at an of evading the provisions of the Bankruptcy 
Act, the case would have been entirely different. But in the present case 
8 bond fide security was given under the most natural circumstances, and 
the only argument against its validity was that the position of things was 
such as practically to nullify it. One of the partners in the firm was 
entitled to real estate, which was his separate propérty, and he made it a 
security for the balance due from the to their bankers. Afterwards 
he desired to sell part of this real estate, and, in order to make a good 
title to the purchaser, it was absolutely necessary to obtain the con- 
currence of the bank. The bank were willing to concur, on the terms 
tbat they should retain their right as against the purchase-money, and it 
Was agreed that the money should be deposited with them on a special 
posited, one of the terms of 





est Accordingly, the money was 
€ agreement being that the bank should not be entitled to apply the | 


of twelve months from a demand by the bank for payment, It appeared 
to his lordship a fallacy to say that the money thus deposited 

due.from the bank to the firm. e 

made no difference. The rule 
the joint estate of the firm, must value or give up their securities, 

only to securities apn the joint estate, and money was not joint 
estate. The principles applicable were those which related to 

and not those which to mutual Corron-and LixpuEy, 
L.JJ., concurred.—Soricrrors, Crowder, Anstie, § Vizard ; Tucker ¢ Lake. 
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Practice—InTerPLEaDER Summons — Forgigner restpent AproaD— 
JURISDICTION TO SERVE.—In the case of The Credito Limited) v. 
Van Weede, in which jones was delivered on the 3lst ult., 
the question arose as to the power of the court to order a copy 
of an interpleader summons to be served on a forei 
of the jurisdicticn. A Spanish subject, Don P 
Spain, consigned certam goods to the defendant in London for sale. The 

Taintifts claimed the goods from the defendant under an assignment 
Don Pedro Forde, and brought an action against the defendant. Don 
Pedro Forde also claimed the goods on the ground that the ent 
was void by the law of Spain, and the defendant thereupon applied to 
Mathew, J., at chambers for leave to issue and serve a copy of an inter- 
pleader snmmons upon Don Pedro Forde in Spain. Mathew, J., refused 
to make the order, on the ground that a foreigner could not be served with 
a copy of an interpleader summons, as there was no power in the court to 
enforce obedience to its order, but referred thé matter to the court. 
court (Pottock, B., and Lorzs, J.) granted the application, as the service 
of the summons was merely notice to him that Ss were 
taken in the courts of this country, and further that if he a 
here and support his claim, the court, in case of any future p: 
being taken by him in this country against the defendant in respect of 
these goods, could stay his action as vexatious, and refuse him its assist- 
ance.—Souicrrors, W. A. Crump § Son. 
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Serrtep Lann—Power or Tenant For Lire to seti—Serriep Lanp 
Act,.1882, ss. 21, 51, 53, 56—Previovs private Act avrHorizine Saxe BY 
Trusters—RestrictivE Pxroviso—APrLicaTION OF PURCHASE-MONEY— 
DiscHarGE or INCUMBRANCES AFFECTING PART OF Estate—Costs—Hicuer - 
Scare—R. 8. C., 1883, orp. 65, nr. 8, 9.—In a case of In re Chaytor’s 
Settled Estate Act, before Pearson, J., on the 9th inst., a question arose as 
to the power of a tenant for life to sell part of a settled estate under the 
Settled Land Act, 1882, there being a prior private Act by which a i 
of sale was conferred upon trustees, subject to certain limitations. By the 
private Act, which was passed in 1853, certain real estates, i in the 
Ist and 2nd schedules to the Act, were vested in trustees in fee, freed and 
discharged from the limitations created by the will of a testator, upon trust, 
by sale or mortgage of the estates, to raise money for the — of dis- 
enon certain incumbrances, and the debts and legacies of the 4 
and certain costs, charges, and and, subject to these trusts, the 
rents of the estates, and the ion thereof, were to be to, or taken 
by, the aig or persons who would have been entitled thereto if the Act 
had not been passed. By the testator’s will the estate had been devised in 
strict settlement. The Act provided (inter alia) that ‘‘ the trustees, from 
time to time, may ebeoketely selhend Sepeanss cage j part of the estates 
respectively specified in the 1st and 2nd schedules, the inheritance in - 
fee simple, or any estate, term, or interest, in or 
or in the same, unto any person whomsoever, whether entit' 
Act or not, for the best price in money that can at the time of the sale be 
reasonably obtained for the same; provided always that the trustees shall 
not sell any of the lands in tha several parishes of C. and H., unless it 
shall be absolutely necessary for the of this Act to sell the — 
and, in the case of such necessity, s not sell any of those lands un 
all the rest of the estates are sold.’” In December, 1883, on the 
tion of the tenant for life, the trustees of the settlement, appointed by the 
ere Act, were appointed by the court to be trustees for ge of 

e Settled Land Act. After this, the tenant for life entered into a con- 
tract to sell parts of the estates. which were situate in the of © 
and H. The rest of the estates had not all been sold. Notice of the 
intended sale was given to the trustees, as required by section 45 of 
the Settled Land Act, and they raised no objection. The , how- 
ever, raised the objection that the sale was not authorized by section 11 of 
the private Act® The trustees took out a summons to obtain the opinion 


of the court, Pxarscon, J., was of 
Act. He thought the effect of 


S 


make a title under the Settled 
the Settled Land Act was to give the tenant for life power to sell without 
reference to the discharge of incumbrances the land, a 
over and above that which was ov private Act to the trustees. 
The Settled Land Act gave the tenant life an absolute power to con- 
vert the land into money for any purpose whatever. If the trustees were 
selling they could only sell subject to the provisions of the private Act. 
But the tenant for life had, the Settled Land Act, an absolute right 
to sell, subject only to the restriction = by section 53 that, in exer- 
cong his power, he must ‘have re to the interests of all parties 
entitled under the settlement,’’ and should, in relation to the exercise of 
the power, ‘‘ be deemed to be in the position and to have the duties and 
liabilities of a trustee for those parties.’’ 
Another, qnesins ‘spss. 50 te. ine. seaieniey, Sf. 0 eee 
money. The land contracted to be was, as already 
situate in the parishes of C. and H., and it was 


apply the purchase-money partly in paying off a mortgage on the 


i 
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estate, and y in paying off a mortgage on another 
estate called the T. property. Section 21 of the Settled Land Act provides 
that “capital money arising under the Act’ shall be applied (inter alia) 
“in discharge, purchase, or reduction of incumbrances affecting the 
inheritance of the settled land, or other the whole estate the subject of the 
settlement.”’ It was suggested that the money could only be employed in 
discharging mortgages which affected either the particular land sold or the 
whole of the settled estate, and not, as was pro d, in disc ing a 
a which affected a part of the estate not identical with that agreed 
to be sold. Pzarson, J., was of opinion that the proposed application was 
within section 21. He read that section as meaning incumbrances affect- 
ing the land which was sold, or any other land which was the subject 
of the settlement. Considering the importance of the case, his lordship 
allowed the costs to be taxed on the higher scale.—Sourcrrors, Shum, 
Crossman, § Co. 








SOCIETIES. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW SOCIETY. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee :— 
Solkcitors’ Remuneration Order.—In April a general meeting was held to 
consider the question of costs under the Solicitors’ Remuneration Order, 
and, after some discussion, if was resolved to refer the subject for the 
consideration of a sub-committee, and they were directed to specially 
discuss the amount and nature of transactions in which a reduced scale 
SaGacaiee neon to the profession, and to prepare such a scale. 
committee has given the matter its very careful consideration, but 
cannot see its way to prepare such a reduced scale for many reasons, and 
they think that as far as possible the scale charges should be adhered to. 
They also recommend that some arrangements should be made with 
auctioneers, whereby solicitors should gam the advantage of the scale 
charges. 
Administration of Justice in Provincial Centres.—This question, so im- 
eto to the extensive commercial and manufacturing district, of which 
iingham may be taken as one of the principal centres, has received 
from your committee careful and continuous attention during the year. 
Early in the parliamentary session, two Bills were introduced—one by Mr. 
Whitley, the member for Liverpool, at the instance of the Liverpool and 
Manchester Law Societies, providing for sittings of the High Court of 
Justice for certain districts both at Liverpool and Manchester, with, in 
éffect, such jurisdiction as might be exercised by a judge of the High Court 
sitting at Nisi Prius, or as a divisional or other court consisting of a single 
jodge, or by a judge sitting at chambers, with a provision that no civil 
ess should be taken at any assize within the district; the other, by 
Mr. Cowen, the member for Newcastle-on-Tyne, providing for certain 
important centres (of which Birmingham was one) new tribunals as 
branches of, or affiliated to, the High Court of Justice, to be called 
district courts (absorbing the county courts within the district), and 
sitting in two divisions—the first division presided over by a judge, to be 
éalled a district judge, taken from the existing county court bench, or 
from tlie roll of barristers of ten years’ standing, with a higher profes- 
sional rank and salary, and exercising (subject to certain qualifications and 
restrictions) the jurisdiction of a judge of the High Court of Justice, and 
of a judge of a county court; the second division to be presided over by a 
Gistrict registrar (taken first from the existing county court and district 
registrars of the High Court of Justice), with the jurisdiction of a county 
court judge in cases not exceeding £20, with a chamber jurisdiction as to 
business pending in the district court equivalent to that exercised by a 
master or registrar of the High Court. An appeal is also to lie from the 
= judge to the High Court, and by leave direct to the High Court of 


the state of public business it became-improbable, early in the 
session, that cither measure would receive legislative sanction, but your 
committee continued the consideration of the subject. Early in November 
i @ print of a Bill under the short title of ‘‘The Supreme Court of 
mf (District Courts) Bill, 1884,’ was received. This Bill is practi- 
eally the same as Mr. Cowen’s Bill of 1883, improved in many respects as 
the result of conments on the measure. The qualifications and restric- 
tions on the jurisdiction are removed ; appeals go direct to the Court of 
Appeal ; the jurisdiction is definitely defined, extending to proceedings of 
pase Harrie which can be taken in the High Court of Justice, with probably 
a t provision for the disposal of chamber and interlocutory pro- 
ceedings in any action pendmg in the court; provision is also made for 
the removal of actions to and the district court. The Bill contains 
& permissive provision for the rotation of the judges amcngst the various 
circuits. The practice of the court is to be regulated by rules and orders, 
and subject thereto, and except as otherwise prescribed, is to be that of 
the S=preme Court. One of the clauses of the Bill provides ‘‘that any 
solicitor of the Supreme Court may appear and be heard as well in court 
as in chambers in a district court without being required to employ 
counsel.”’ 


In the course of the consideration of this Bill the following of a 

sub-committee appointed to consider the question was adopted by a large 
y of your committee :-— 

our sub-committee report that in theit opinion the due and efficient 

ion of justice in the large commercial and manufacturing 


rt of the settled 
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Justice. 
« (¢.) The non-localization of the judges. Saee 

(d.) The procedure and practice of the High Court of Justice. — ; 
W(e.) Chamber jurisdiction and practice as in the several divisions g 
the High ,Court of Justice, with a chief clerk and the necessary offic 
taf. 


staff. 
f.) Frequent sittings of a judge for the trial of actions, appeals from 
eateben, and other enc igh a tg es ol the High Court of 

The Liverpool scheme, by bringing gs of the High C 0 
tice into the provinces, with a registry for a given district, gives practical 
effect to our recommendations. é a 

The Newcastle scheme gives practical effect to our requirements ¢, and f, 
as also probably to requirement d.; but this should be made more clear, 
the practice should be definitely stated to be that of the High Court gf 
Justice, leaving to rules and orders such supplemental provisions as may 
be necessary to give effect to the jurisdiction. 

The Newcastle scheme also ap to us to be open to the follo 
serious objections in principle as well as to others of detail, which we 
not more particularly notice :— : ; 

(1.) As unnecessarily multiplying the judicial tribunals of the country, 


(2.) As creating an intermediate class of judges for such tribunals 
with a professional status lower than the judges of the High Court of 
Justice. 


(3.) The practical localization of the judges as the result of the measure 
as framed. ted " 

(4.) The questions of conflict of jurisdiction on the creation of such 
tribunals. : yj 3 

(5.) The indisposition of suitors to resort to an inferior tribunal when 4 
higher one is open to them. wR 

(6.) Such a jurisdiction will necessarily lead to a further multiplication 
of appeals, and in all probability tend to the continuance of litigation ag 
at present in the High Court of Justice sitting in London. ; 

Your sub-committee are of opinion that the Liverpool scheme is one 
that should be supported by the profession, and especially as we leam 
that the Liverpool and Manchester Law Societies, as the promoters of thé 
Liverpool scheme, are willing to alter the same so as to include a district 
of which Birmingham shall be the centre, and probably such othe 
districts as may desire the same. : bogse 

Your sub-committee consider that actual continuous sittings would not 
be necessary for this or any district, but that the case would be met by 
arrangements being made for such frequent sittings of the court as the 
state of business might necessitate. ; 

In the recommendations made by this report, your sub-committee 
believe that the same are consistent with the views expressed by this 
society, as stated to the Judicature Commissioners in 1870, and which 
have been confirmed on various occasions from that date to the present. 
In the consideration of the Newcastle scheme, your sub-committee have 
not overlooked the important concession proposed by clause 35 of the 
Newcastle Bill, giving solicitors the right to appear and be heard as well 
in court as in chambers, but your sub-committee very much doubt 
whether such a provision is likely to pass the Legislature in a measure 
such as the present, and think the same can only be satisfactorily dealt 
with as part of a large measure defining or probably abrogating the 
existing privileges of the bar. 2 r 
When Mr. Cowen’s Bill was issued, your committee applied to the 
Liverpool Society for information as to their contempla action with 
reference to Mr. Whitley’s Bill, and, in reply: your committee was 
asked to meet a deputation of the Liverpool and Manchester societies on 
the subject. A deputation of both societies attended in Birmingham, 
and were received by a sub-committee of your society. The deputation 
stated that a revised and improved measure would be introdu by Mr. 
Whitley in the ensuing session, and it was ultimately arranged that 
Birmingham should be included as a district in the Bill, and your com» 
mittee have received a print of the first revise of the Bill, under the title 
of ‘‘A Bill to provide for ‘ Provin ial Sittings’ of the High Court of Jus- 
tice in certain populous places.” ‘This Bill provides for sittings of the 
High Court of Justice in Liverpool, Manchester, and Birmingham, with 
other districts to be named by Order in Council. The rota of judges is t 
be provided for by rules. e court is empowered to try and determine 
alt actions, petitions, and all issues of fact or law a age in the 
Chancery, Queen’s Bench, and Admiralty Divisions, at the High Court, 
as may be tried, heard, and determined by a judge of the said court, 
sitting at Nisi Prius, or as a divisional court, or as a judge at chambers, 
As also to try all issues of fact in the Probate and Divorce Divisions, and 
also to hear and determine all from decisions of district registrars. 
Provision is also made for the removal of cases to or from the court sit- 
ting in London. No civil business is to be taken at an assize in any dis- 
trict created under the Bill: The Bill also provides that the court may, 
when expedient or necessary, sit at more than one place within each dis- 
trict. A provision is also inserted that the cause list shall always be 
open for entries. Your committee, after carefub consideration of both 
measures, are of opinion that the Provincial Sittings Bill of Mr. Whitley 
should be sup; for the following reasons :—(1) That provincial causes 
which are at least equal in importance with those arising in the metropolis 
should be tried by the same tribunal. (2) That, by the Bill, the court 
itself is brought into the Bong ser presided over by one of its judges, 
and a secondary tribunal, with a judge of intermediate rank, is avoided. 
(3) That no improvement in the civil assize system, by more frequent 
holding of an assize, will meet the evils now existing, (4) That all 





centres necessitates the concession of the followin uirements :— 
(a.) Courts ha a jurisdiction co-extensive with the divisional courts 
Of alf divisions of High Court of Justice. : 


chamber and interlocutory proceedings would be conducted in tli provinces 
asin London. (5) The practice is the same in the nces as in 
(6) The permanent locelisation of the futiges in a rict is avoided. 








(b.) Such courts to be presided over by judges of the High Court gf 
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; the party prosecuting the order, or his solicitor, gnychtaining the examiner's 
NEW ORDERS. &c note of time and place for the ¢xamination. The fees, Nos. 3, 4, and 6 (as 
aN e the case may be) shall be paid so soon.as the examination has been con- 
cee eRs cluded, together with any travelling ur other expenses as above mentioned, 
RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT. February 4, 1884. a P 5 

Onpex XXXVII.—Rvies 39—50. itis Consaspex, 1.0.1, 

V.—Ezxaminers of the Court. W. B. Bierr, bg KE 
99. The examination of any witness or person ordered to be taken under i. Rag jo ddyte , L. 


1 and 5 of this order shall, in any cause or matter in the Chancery 
jon, unless the court or a judge shall otherwise direct, be taken 
one of the examiners of the court, and may, in any cause or 
in the Quéen’s Bench and Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
, if the court or a judge shall so direct, be taken before one of 


rity 


examiners. 
A sufficient number of barristers-at-law, of not less than three 
standing, shall be from time to time appointed by the Lord Chan- 


40. 


shall be distributed among them in rotation by the first clerk to the 
registrars of the Chancery Division, and in his absence by the second 
clerk, and in the absence of the first and second clerks by such of the 
other clerks to the registrars as the senior registrar may determine. 

42. The clerk in the last preceding rule mentioned shall be responsible 
for making the distribution according to regular and just rotation, and in 
guch manner as to keep secret from all persons the rota or succession of 
examiners of the court; and it shall be his duty to keep a record thereof 
with proper indexes and dates. 

43. The prosecuting the order or his solicitor shall produce such 
order or a duplicate thereof to the clerk in rule 41 mentioned, who shall, 
except in the case provided for in rule 49, add at the foot thereof a 
memorandum specifying the name of the examiner of the court in rotation 
before whom the examination is appointed to be taken; and the order or 

licate shall be left by the party prosecuting the same, or his solicitor, 
with the examiner so appointed, and shall be a sufficient authority for him 
to proceed with the examination. 

44. Upon production of the order indorsed with his name the examiner 
of the court shall give an appointment in writing specifying the place and 
time (within not more than seven days) at which, subject to any applica- 
tion from the parties, the examination shall be taken; and the party 


prosecuting the order or his solicitor shall within twenty-four hours, or | 


such shorter time (if any) as may be mentioned in the order, give notice 
of the appointment to all parties. 

45. In determining the place and time at which an examination shall 
be taken, the examiner shall have regard to the convenience of the 
witnesses or persons to be examined and all the circumstances of the 
case; and he shall, subject to any adjournment by consent in writing of 
all parties, proceed de die in diem with such examination at the place and 
time —— 

46. The examiner may, with the: consent in writing of all ies, take 
the examination of any witnesses or persons in addition to those named 
hme for in the order, and shall annex such consent to the original 

ions. 

7, Upon the completion of an examination taken before an examiner 
of the court, he shall indorse the original depositions with a note 
authenticated by his signature, certifying the number of hours or days (as 
the case may be) exclusively employed thereupon and the fees received in 

thereof; and shall forthwith notify such completion to the clerk in 
tule 41 mentioned, who shall not, until such notification shall have been 
assign any other examination to the same examiner. 

48. In case any examiner of the court before whom poconning the 
totation any examination is to be taken shall be engaged as counsel in the 
cause or matter to which such examination relates, or shall from illness or 
from any other cause be unable or decline to take such examination, the 
same shall be offered to the other examiners of the court successively 
according to the date or priority of their appointment, until some one of 
them (not coming within the cases above mentioned) shall accept the 
Same, and the party prosecuting the order, or his solicitor, shall forth- 
sag Beonty the name of the acting examiner to the clerk in rule 41 men- 


49. The court or a judge may, if they or he think fit, direct or transfer 
40 examination to any one in particular of the examiners of the court. 

50. In any such case as in the two rules last mentioned, 
the clerk in rule 41 mentioned shall, in making the tribution aforesaid, 


have regard to such case. 
Fees. 
1, For every examination before an examiner of the court in & s. 4. 
London or Middlesex . : . . . P : ei} £2 
2. For the examiner’s clerk , ‘ ; : ‘ ei Be 6 
8. For each hour, or part of an hour, occupied in such exami- 
nation beyond two hours . ‘ a . . ‘ - 010 6 
4 For the examiner’s clerk, where such examination occupies 
more than three hours (in addition to fee No. 2) perday . 0 2 6 
§. For every examination before an examiner of the court else- 
where than in London or Middlesex . - ‘ ° » 55 0 
+6. For every day of six hours, or part of a day, occupied in 
such examination beyond the first da ‘ 6 ‘ 5 0 
The party prosecuting the order, or his solicitor, shall also pay all reason- 
able travelling and other expenses, including charges for the room, other 
than the examiner’s chambers, where the examination is taken 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr.. Ricuarp Hargis, solicitor, of Wells, has been elected Treasurer 
for that city, in succession to his partner, the late Mr. Charles William 
Garrod. Mr. Harris was admitted a solicitor in 1866. 


Mr. Epwarp Bonn, barrister, has an Assistant Com- 
missioner under the City of London P: Charities Act, 1883. Mr. 
Bond was educated at St. John’s College, Oxford, where he graduated 
first class in classics in 1866, and he was afterwards elected a fellow of 
Queen’s College. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
Michaelmas Term, 1871, and he has practised in the Chancery Division. 
Mr. Bond isa member of the School Board for London for the Marylebone 
Division. 

Mr. Henry Harpmce Samvugt Ovcnynesame, barrister, has been 
appointed an Assistant Commissioner under the City of London Parochial 
Charities Act, 1883. Mr. Cunynghame is a graduate of St. John’s College, 
Cambridge. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in November, 
1875. 

Mr. Bromrrety Burvett, solicitor, of 10, Fenchurch-buildings, has 
been elected Chairman of the Special Tithes Committee of the Common 
Council for the twenty-first time. Mr. Burnell was admitted a solicitor 
in 1835, and he is clerk to the magistrates forthe Tower Division of 
Middlesex. He is deputy for the Ward of Aldgate.. 


Mr. Frank Atrrep Macerecor Jennines, solicitor, of 40, Chancery- 
lane, has been elected Vestry Clerk for the Liberty of the Rolls, in succes* 
sion to his father, the late Mr. Edward Jennings. Mr. F. A. M. Jennings was 
admitted a solicitor in 1876. 

Mr. Joun Dvuruam, solicitor (of the firm of Walter & Durham), of 57, 
Chancery-lane, and Kingston-upon-Thames, has been appointed Clerk to 
the Governors of the Kingston Endowed Schools. Mr, Darham was* 
admitted a solicitor in 1863. 


Mr. Writ Austin, solicitor, of Luton, has been elected Clerk to the 
Luton Board of Guardians, Assessment Committee, School Attendance 
Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority, Mr. Austin was admitted a 
solicitor in 1882. 

Mr. Wiiu1am Srevenson Owen, barrister, has been yy oe Judge of 
County Courts for Circuit No, 28, in succession to Mr. Homersham Cox, 
who has been transferred to Circuit No. 49, on the resignation of Sir 
George Russell. Mr. Owen is the eldest son of Mr. William Owen, of 
Withybush, Pembrokeshire, and was born in 1834. He was called to the 
bar at the Inner Temple, in Trinity Term, 1856. He has practised in 
the Chancery Division, being also a member of the South Wales and 
Chester Circuit. 

Mr. Greorce Hatt Paumer, solicitor, of Doncaster, has been appointed 
Deputy Clerk to the Balby School Board. Mr. Palmer was admitted a 
solicitor in 1877. ’ 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS, 


Epoar Everarp Satmon, James Cocnrane, and Vainance Epoar 
Leonarp (Salmon, Cochrane, & Leonard), solicitors, Bristol. Dec. 31, 
The said Vallance Edgar Leonard retires. 

Wu.u1am Epwoop Suraiey, and Tuomas Arxrnson (Shirley & Atkinson, 
and, afterwards, Shirley, Atkinson, & Shirley), solicitors, Doncaster. 
Feb. 1. [G@aszette, Feb. 8.] 








OBITUARY. 


MR. WILLIAM CRAWFORD NEWBY. 


Mr. William Crawford Newby, solicitor and notary (of the firm of 
Newby & Watson), died at Stockton-on-Tees on the 6th ult., in his 


seventy-seventh year. Mr. Newby was the son of the Rev. George 
Newby, viear of , and was in 1807. He served his articles - 
with Messrs. Watson & Son, of Barnard Castle, and he was admitted a 
solicitor in 1831. He had about half a a 
He was for several years in with Mr. Robert , but 
more recently he was with Mr. George Metcalfe W: Mr. 


M 
Newb: commissioner for the aty of am and a 
ps Boll foe AS EE ES 





taken. : 
N.B.—The fees, Nos. 1, 2, and 5 (as the case may be) shall be paid by 


and he was for some time chairman of the Stoekton School Board. : 


25 4 
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LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Feb. 8.—New Bilis. 

Bill for the amendment of the law respecting the administration of per- 
sonal estate, and of the escheat of real estate of deceased persons (Lorp 
CHANCELLOR). 4 

Bill to amend the law as to appeals in bankruptcy from the county 
Courts (Lonp CHANcELLOR). 

Bill to amend the law as to the restitution of conjugal rights (Lorp 


CHANCELLOR). 
Feb. 11.—New Bill. 
Bill further to amend the law of evidence (Lord Bramwett). 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Feb. 7.—New Bilis. 

Bill to repeal divers enactments rendered unnecessary by the Summary 
Jurisdiction Acts and other Acts relating to proceedings before courts of 
8 jurisdiction, and to make further provision for the uniformity of 

before those courts (Mr. Hrszerr), 

Bill to make provision respecting the pensions, allowances, and gratuities 
of police-constables in Great Britain, and their widows and children, and 
to make other provisions respecting the police of Great Britain (Mr. 


Tr). 
Bill for the further protection of fish, other than salmon, in fresh waters 
(Mr. Hrsserr). 
[Numerous bills were introduced by private members. ] 


Feb. 8.—New Bills. 

Bill to ide for the enfranchisement of leaseholders in urban sanitary 
districts R. Cuvurca11). 

Bill to extend and improve the Middlesex Land Registry, and to amend 
the law thereto (Sir H. Grrrarp). 

Bill to amend the law relating to highways (Mr. Actanp). 

Bill Pa Ainge the sale of intoxicating liquors on Sunday in North- 
umber (Mr. Jennincuam). 

Bill to provide for the earlier closing of premises licensed for the sale of 
exciseable liquors in Scotland (Dr. Camzxon). 


Feb. 11.—New Bill. 
Bill to amend the Ecclesiastical Discipline and Public Worship Regula- 
tion Act (Mr. Morcan Lioyp). 


Feb. 12.—New Bilt. 
Bill to amend the law relating to the management of the woods, forests, 
and land revenues of the Crown (Mr. Courryery). 


Feb. 13.—Bill Read a Second Time. 
Feb. 14.--New Bilis. 
Bill , abolish actions for breach of promise of marriage (Colonel 
Maxnys). 
Bill to amend the law relating to the administration and devolution of 
the estates of deceased persons (Mr. Davey). 


—_—— 
——— 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rota or ReGisTgags IN ATTENDANCE ON 





Co’ Mr. Justice 
Date. APPEAL. ¥. C. Bacon. Kar. 
Monday, Feb........+00.-. 18 Mr. Merivale Mr. Pemberton Mr. Lavie 
Traceday .cccccse soseeee 19 - King Ward Carrington 
Wi = vale — joes ae 
Thursday 2 i a Jarring 
Friday .... 22 Merivale Pemberton Lavie 
Baturday., ....-ccseceess King Ward Carrington 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Currrr. Norra. aBeon. 
Monday, Feb....+++++00+. 18 Mr. Farrer Mr, Clowes Mr. Cobby 
Tuesday covccccccccocese | Koe Jackson 
Wednesday. v..cscccscecs 2) Farrer Clowes Cobby 
Thursday eocccccesccccs Bb Teesdale Koe Jackson 
Praag co cccccccccccccess 22 arrer Clowes Cobby 
Saturday ...eseseee coco Teesdale Koe Jackson 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
19,—Mr. Geenee A. BICKERTON, at the Mart, at 2p.m., Freehold and Lease- 


vi this week, p. 6). 
Feb. 2.— . Baxter, Payne, & Lerren, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Leasehold 
(see advertisement, Feb. 2, p. 264). 
Fae gent eg ara 4 re — at 2 p.m., Freehold and 
vi eb. 9, p. 2). 
. B1.— Cc. Boyt ory at 2 p.m., Shares (see adver- 





22,— ~~ "Wohbow, Tame, Warner, & Co., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Policies 
(eee advertisement, Feb’ 9, b. 2. 2 As , 


— 
———e 


COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jomt Stock Compantzs. 
MINEs, LIMITED. By | coder mails by Ka; 
.—By an r 
$$ was ordered that the mines he wound « os, Bedfo: 
Hughes and a Aberystwi' 


. 
ith, eclichbore tor the petitioners 
MMERCIAL COMPANY, LIMITED.—Pearson, J., has by an 
os 16, appointed Stanley Greville Harding, 8, Old Jewry, to be othe 
r 
HovtaNp SILESTONE COLLIERY Company, LuowTEep.—Creditors are required, op 
or before March 10, to send their names and addresses, and the of 
their debts or claims, to Christopher William Finken, Netherfield House, 
be 1 A March 21, at 1,is appointed for hearing 
an . 
LAND AND WATER, LiurrED.—Bacon, V.C., has by an order, dated Jap % 
pointed Francis Edward Street, 14, Queen Victoria st, to be official liquuidatar 


tors are required, on or before March 5, to send their namesand 
and the particulars of th: 


, J., dated Ji 
rd row, agent te 


eir debts or claims, to the above. Tuesday, March if, a 
12, is sqpctates for hearing and adjudica: upon the debts and claims. 
LonbDOoN StorEs COMPANY, LIMITED. tty, J., has fixed Saturday, Fe 

16, at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator 
Sr, GEORGE TELEPHONE COMPANY, Liner. Chitty, J., has fixed Feb 20, ati 

at his chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator 

TERRA ¥ COMPANY, .—Creditors are req on 

or before Feb 29, to send their names and addresses, and the culars of 
debts or claims, to Henry 8 , 76, Colemanst. Friday, March 7, at 12,is 
appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 7 / 

» Feb. 8 


LICENSED VICTUALLERS’ GUARDIAN NEWSPAPER COMPANY, LIMITED. tty, J, 
has fixed Thursday, Feb 21, at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an 


official liquidator 
[ Gazette, Feb. 12.] 
IN CHANCER’ 


UNLIMITED iz. 
MMERCIAL AND LEGAL STATIONERY CoMPANY.—Petition for winding up, pre 
sented Feb 5, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Feb 16. Blachford and 
Co, Abchurch lane, solicitors for the petitioner 
[ Gazette, Feb. 8,] 
Frrenpty Socretrrs Drssoivzp. 


AMROTH FRIENDLY Society, Temple Bar, Amroth, Begelley, Pembroke. Feb8 
[ Gazette Feb. 12.} 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
ADAMS, Eiza, Southport, Lancaster. Mari9. Boote and Edgar, Manchester 
Aum, SAMUEL, W: low, Chester, Gent. Mar19. Boote and Edgar, Man. 
chester 
BECKETT, WILLIAM, Tarporley, Chester. Mari. Whitley and Co, Liverpool 
BROADFOOT, a, aa Pembridge crescent. Mar 31. Young and Co, 8 
Mildred’s ‘ol 
BULTEEL, SAMUEL WILLIAM, Manchester, Gent. Mar3i. Ashworth and Inman, 
Manchester 


BuTtER Mary ANN Emity, Dunster, Somerset. Mari8. Booty and Bayliffe, 
Raymond bldgs, Gray’s inn 
Mar 15. Clark, St Swithin’s lane 


’ Sevenoaks. 
CoLLEDGE, THomaAs, Sunderland, Shipowner. Mar 31. Simey, Sunderland 
D ELIZA ‘ears and Co, Liver 


URIEUX, Porx, Wavertree, nr Liverpool. Mar 18. 
GouLpemrrE, Lovisa MarTHa, Streatham, Surrey. Mari. Drake and Co, Rood 
>. gaatmn, Hastings, Innkeeper’s Manager. Mar 25. Davenport and Oo, 
Hopez, BENJAMIN TERRY, Sidmouth, Devon, Physician. Mari. Radford and 


Sidmout 
INGRAM, JOsEPH, Walton on Thames, Builder. Mari. Abbott and Co, New im 
JOHNSON, JAMES LEE, Inverness terrace, Bayswater, Gent. Mar 15. Cooper, 


Portman st, Portman + 
JORDAN, JOHN, Stroud, Gloucester, Gardener. Mar 25. Witchell and Sons, 


KEATING, ALFRED, Bath. Mari. Stone and Co, Bath 
KrroHinG, WILLIAM, Kingston upon Hull, Painter. Feb 25. Atkinson and 00, 





Hull 
LicKLEY, ANTHONY, Quercy 3 r, nr Ripon, York, Quarry O . Mart 
Whitham and Owe: pon 7” me = 
MoMezcuan, Davin, Manchester, Belting Manufacturer. Mar 19. Boote ani 


r 
, 
Mountain, JOHN, Rufforth, York. Farmer. Mari. Calvert and Fowler, York 
NICHOLLS. CAROLINE ELIZABETH, Clewer, Berks. Mar 1, Long and Co, W 

PALMER, , Newcastle rar ee faa Mar 5. Stewart, Newcastle upon Tyne 
PATTERSON, ANDREW, Old Traff nr Manchester, Schoolmaster. Mar 6 


Poo, J! Holywell st, 8 Bookseller; Mar25, Wi Smith and 
pam ATF olywell st, Strand, ickings 


SrToKEs, ALFRED RoBERT, Peckham rd, Camberwell, Corn Merchant Mar %& 
Saffery and Huntley, Bank chbrs, Tooley st, London B 
Tee GRIFFITH, next Grav Kent, Esq, J.P. Apr4. Bewley, 


Ves, Sssanaen, St James’s rd, Brixton. Mar 20, Stricks and Bellingham, 
Waaeert, Jonny, Salford, Lancaster, Contractor. Mari, Hulme and Co, Mai 
Westwoop, Joun, Willesden lane, Brondesbury, Esq, Mar 17. Sawbridge, 
WICKHAM, GuoRGE, Trowbridge, Builder. Maré. Busi and Son. Trowbridge, 


Wil 
Wie, Exiz, Long Ashton, Somerset. Mar 2. Whitley and Co, Liverpool 
Woon, Bennett Bath, Somerset, Esq. Mar 26. Inderm: d Clark, Devom 
a a » Esq aur an r 


(Gazette, Feb. 5.] 





—_—— 





The directors of the Mersey Railway Company will receive ogni 
at par for £394,980— of the authorized capital of £1,070,000—ia 
shares of £20 each. The prospectus states that it is believed the tunnel, 
with ovaeo tunes railway, will be completed before the end of the 
present year. 









ae 


| 


a 
= 


S 


A) 





zt 


eal tw. 


f 


“at 

















































iter 





ol 


Co, Bt 





yliffe, 



















& 









“~ i338 6 









src - 





Feb. 16, 1884, 









THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


=95 








—— 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 





BIRTHS. 
AMPELETT.—Feb, 10, at SC Govdand-evad, Castle-bar-bill, the wife of R. Holmden 


tt, 
—Feb. 8, at 27, Chdianerend, Stamford-hill, N., the wife of Frederick 
A. Foster, —, of a daughter. 
Pose gM 3 (bh Wanstead, Essex, the wife of Alfred H. Haggard, bar- 
t- Ww, 
y.—Feb. 8 “at Hi Sosetes. poeta: U Norwood, the wife of Edward 
teedy, solicitor, of 4 daughte: an 


MARRIAG 
—NEvins.—Feb. 7, at St. George’s, ayo N., William Brandf 
ith, B.A., barrister-at-law, meee, Temple, to Eveline Florence Elisakethe 
ter of the late pemmane Nevins, of Me ictoria. 
Paocneares. —Feb. 6, at Salisbury, Theophites 1 Toe BS) 
Wrticitor, to to Harriet Elizabeth, daughter of John Lewis Trou! 
street, Salisbury. 


WapDINGTON—DE REnzI.— Feb. 7, at St._Clement’s Barnsbury, Frederick 
Sydney Waddington, of 12, New-court, is ve s-inn, solicitor, to Emily, 
daughter of the Rev. George Binks de Renz’, B.A 


-on-Stour, 
i\dge, of Exeter- 


DEATH. 
gmonc.— Feb. 5, at Quatre Bras, St. ~ 1 arte 


Jersey, Henry Strong 
Titiier-stlaw, of the Middle Temple, aged 73 : Pe, 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupte. 
Frmay, Feb. 8, 1884 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Stratton, John, Radley Heath Farm, nr Welwyn, Herts. Pet Feb 5. Cooke, 
Luton, "Feb 27 at 11.30 
TUESDAY, Feb. 12, 1884. 


Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Supenter in the Country. 
fm. Ke peraanae Sussex, Hotel Proprietress. Pet Feb7. Jones. 
e at 12 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED 
Fray, Feb. 8, 1884. 
Aylwin, Goong ABen. Bushey New Town, Hertford, Merchants’ Clerk. Jan 25 
Boulcott, H. rt Chari, Sun st, Finsbury, Railway Guide Publisher. Nov 8 
Hogg, James, Printing H use Od Publisher. Feb 4 
Johason, Samuel Butler Villa Handsworth, Stafford, Clerk. Jan 23 
T Underhill, John Edward, Gloucester st, Pimlico, Commission Agent. Jan 15. 
TUESDAY, Feb. 12, 1884. 
Cashford, Charles, Walthamstow, Essex, Builder. Jan 28 
earington, A. H., Euston rd. Inventor and Patentee. Feb 8 
Newby, Edwin Henry, Queen Victoria st_ Febs8 
Wilson, Leonard, Park Lodge, Putney. Jan 31 


THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883. 
Frmay, Feb. 8, 1884. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
= John, Dower. Sauce Confectioner. Dewsbury. Pet Feb4. Ord 


xam Feb 29 
van William sashes, and Thomas Hen: Tregoning, Basset 
Foundry, nr Po zoe, Brass and Iron Founders, Truro. PetJan 24, Ord Feb 6. 


Baxter, David Maitland Monkwearmouth, Shipbuilder. Sunderland, Pet Feb 
2. Ord Feb2. Exam Feb 14 at 2.30 
Henry, Wednesfield, Biaffordshire, Lock Manufacturer. Wolverhamp- 
ton. Pet Jan 26. Ord Feb 5. Exam Feb 26 
y, William Evan, and Percy Williams Thomas, eedle st, Stock 
Court.’ Pet Feb1. Ord Feb5. Exam Mar 18 at 11 
Rochester. Pet Feb 4. Ord Feb 4. 


High 
— Samuel, Sittingbourne, Draper. 
Feb 21 at 2 
Croydon. Pet Feb 4. Ord Feb 4, 


=. , Croydon, Surrey, Builder. 
Piccadilly, Portrait Painter. High Court. Pet 
md Exam Hattan 8 at 11 
illiam Joseph, Portobello rd, Notting hill, Furnishing Upholsterer. High 
24. Ord Feb 5. March 8 at 11 

Scar' h, Yorkshire. Coal Merchant. Scarborough. Pet Feb 
Exam Feb 20 at 8 

Pet Jan 


“Exam Feb ‘anacea Beer Manufacturer. Liverpool. 
arnarvonshire, Grocer. Bangor. Pet Jan16. Ord 


Exam Fe 14 at 11 

20 ry 
Wardour st, § st, Behe, French Bootmaker. High Court. Pet Feb 
"exam ‘eb 

Th ough: nr , Ye eeshire, Corn Merchant. Stockton 
pict reason 8, 0 ed > Exam Feb 28 os 


oh xa Hob 130 Sebi vomit "Pet Jan 4, Ord Feb 

oy Ye new, Leeds, Yorkshire, Innkeeper. Leeds. Pet Feb1. Ord Feb 

Hay Aiea Feb 5. sat Feb 3 ‘vl oc aes pane er 2 Pet Feb 
i h Court. Pet Feb 6, Ord Feb6. Exam oe ane 
Hebd. "Ora Feb i Newoastle upon Tyne, Labourer. Ne = 

2 anes Vets, 18 at2 , Sussex, Ship Builder. Hastings. Pet Feb 2. Ord Feb 


a cunen Liverpool, Grocer. Liverpool. Pet Feb 4. Ord Feb5. Exam 
¥ Thomas, mas Manchester, Merchant. Manchester. Pet Feb6, Ord Febé, 


William. . 
Morgan, W ~ Frome st, St poten’ 3 st, _Istington, Cowkeeper. High Court. 


Feb4. Exam Feb 
na Sam 


Ly Cire no occupation, Scarborough. Pet 
b 5. 
John, 


Beckett, 
Brighton, 














5. Ord Feb 5. 


thampton, Lice nsed Victualler, Southampton. Pet Feb 4. 


Lianrhaiadr Mochnant, Oswestry, Farmer. 
Seas Le po yyy 


Lancashire, Builder. Liverpool. Pet Jan 16. Ord 


ee Bee nn eae 


Proffitt, William. Liverpool, 
Feb 4. ER eed Char N 


Hanley, Burslem, and Tunstall. Pet 


Sosa Meare, Somersetshire, Farmer. Wells. Pet Feb 4. Ord 
once, Hes Wise, Kent Tonbridge Wells. Pet Feb 5. Ord Feb 5. 

“Henry, Kirkham, Lancashire, Grocer. Preston. Pet Feb6. Ord Feb 6. 
Wen ES Hs. steslington, Lancashire, Warehousemen. Blackbam. Pot 


Ord Feb4. Exam Feb 18 


oon on Stour, 2 Worcestershire, Tanner. Banbury. Pet Feb 


‘Wood, James, Shi 


. Ord Feb 1 
fsalete Heniy Folkestone, Grocer. Canterbury. Pet Feb 6. Ord Feb 6. 
Exam 


Frest MEETINGS. | 
Auty, John, Dewsbury, Yorkshire, Confectioner. Feb 18 at8. Official Receiver, 


bank chbts, Batley Monkwearmouth, Shipbuilder. Feb 16 at 12. Law 


Be tdaty John st, Sunderland 

» Henry, Wednesfield. Staffordshire, Lock Maker. Feb 19 at 3. Official 

we Evan, n. and Percy Wil Threasneedle st, Stock- 

brokers. Feb 18 at 2. Offices, 
Bayye, Hikes), em eeemcain, Haas. fee th we 1am. Law Society, 32, 
tio, Bem, SitingdDourne, Draper. Feb 18 at 11.30. Official Receiver, East- 
Tho. Croydon, Surrey, Builder. Feb 18 at 12. Official Receiver, 109, 
Victoria st, 8. - 





Edwin, Liverpool, Panacea Beer Maker. Feb 18 at 1. Official Receiver, 
Li 
+} + eo Grocer. Feb 20 at 12.30. Queen’s 





FiiACter Niingham, General Dealer. eb 16 ab 12. Offcal Reccver, 
Gil, Leven Bridge °, Corn Merchant. Feb 19 at 11. Official 
Receiver, 8, Albert rd, Middlesb h 
22, Park row, Leols ree “as “reg 
Grant, Sem mel, Broughton, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Feb 15 at 2. Official Receiver, 
ven 
os Bae ¥ Feb 15 at 4. Official 
Receiver ee orkshire, Innkeeper. 


Aston, Birmingham, Grocer. Feb 19 at 3. Official 


Alfred Ernest, nr 
Hey; Whitehall brs, Birmingham 
Baseel, Henry ra Southend, Essex, Pawnbroker. Feb 28 at 3. Auction Mart, 


enderson, James, Newcastle upon Tyne, Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 18 at 12. 
Official Receiver. ay, brs. Neweastle 
Herd, John, and William 4 ohn ullins, Liverpool, Corn Brokers. Feb 22 at 12. 


Hoad, James Collins, Rye, Liverhinbuilder. Feb 15 at 11. George Hotel, 
Jenkinson, John, Hawt, Revert Nottinghamshire, Stockbroker. Mar 4 at 1. 
Central my toe 
vuiverpool Ueaned, Ghaan Feb 14 at 2. Official Receiver, Lisbon bidgs 
Henry, Gloucester st, Clerkenwell, Manufacturing Jeweller. 
sige pata “_Baukruptey Offices, Linesin's inn fekds 

James, E — , Oxfordshire, Woolstapler. Feb 21 at 11. Official Receiver, 
Potter, a Licersed Victualler. Feb 19 at 4. Official Receiver, 


4, East st, Southampton 
J yn Mochnant, Oswestry, Farmer. Feb 





18 ati. W: Bowenty Oswestry 
Pree, wis ue, Lav r. Feb 18 at 3. Official Receiver, Lisbon bldgs, 
Sainsb' Fred Charles Barrett, Newcastle under Lyme, Staffordshire, 
engineer Feb 19 at 2. North-Western wo Stafford 
Percival, Winterton, Lincolnshire, A’ . Feb 15 at 10. Official 


Reasives, 9, Haven a = Gt 


wank Ete k rd, Linendraper. Feb 16 at 11. Official 
miecelver, 109, ctoria st, 8.W. 
John, N m, out of business. Feb 16 at 11. Official Receiver, 
i — walk, N: 


Ventura, Eleazer, Mark lane, Commission Merchant. Feb 15 at 2. Bankrup 
Offices, Lincoln’s inn fields ney 

W: uae John, Lancashire, Warehouseman. Feb 18 at 3.15. Com- 
mer otel, 

Se ee oe Feb 19 at 11. 45, High 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Agty, sen, Dowty, , Yorkshire, Confectioner. Dewsbury. Pet Feb 4. Ord 
Blakeway, William Evan, and Percy omas, Threadneedle st, Stock- 
brokers. High Court. Pet Feb 1. GriFeb 5 e *~ 
Benlley , Gocege James, Aylesbury st, Clerkenwell, Tailor. HighCourt. Pet Jan 


Lewis, Leeds, Watchmaker. Leeds. Pet Jan8 Ord Feb5 
Ey sete do Lams, Shaiad, eenaten, ‘Sheffield. Pet Jan 18. Ord 


Bye, Mishorl, Bihepwaementh, Hosier. Sunderland. Pet Feb 2. Ord 
Clark, Clement, Folkestone, Kent, Picture Frame Maker. Canterbury. Pet Jan 
H tian Hall, Piccadilly, Landscapeand Portrait Painter. High 


mC to solicitor. Pet Jan 19. Ord Feb5 
Pans oe Pet Jan 


Dagial, yiyin, Liverpool, Panacea Beer 
patton thomas, H emgeboleaphenaghave akong Pet Jan 17. Ord Jan GY 





Frenge. Henry, Denthom, Yorkshire, Gpesse, Kendal. an 10. Ord Febé 
OR sce nal Mtidllos "Pet Jan 28 Ord Feb - 
Ph Saw, Bow Essex, Pawnbroker. Chelmsford. Pet Jan 28, Ord 

Bs { J 
qacscern, Temes, Newsestic upon Tyne, Besrhonsp Reaper, Newcastle upon 
Had, James Celins, Hye, Sussex, Shipbuilder Hastings. Pet Feb 2. Ord 


Higeten, Stephen, Welverhampten, Cont. Denier, Wolverhampton, Pet Jan 4. 


ERR Se Ras i See our. Pre Fed «. 
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ee Walter Garnons AA bag Dudley house, nr Bovey Tracey, Gentleman. 
Pet Jan 22. 
, Southampton, Licensed Victualler. Southampton. Pet Feb.4. 


Pond me 
yg Robert Newcastle upon Tyne, Agent. Newcastle upon Tyne. Pet Jan 
‘ ebs5 : 
Vivian, 6 saad William, Bournemouth, Hants, Grocer. Poole. Pet Jan 21. 
Ord 4 


Ware, Georse ge ere Exeter, Butcher. Exeter. Pet Jan 23. Ord Feb6é 
> Bassalleg, Monmouthshire, Farmer. Jew port. Pet Jan 21, 
Ord Fe 


TUESDAY, Feb. 12, 1884. 
CEIVING ORDERS 
William, and John As faeb, Halifax, Yorkshire, Brewers. Halifax. 
et ray Ord Feb 8. Exam 
Barker, Joseph, ean Cheshire, atin Chester. PetFeb6. Ord Feb 8. 


Feb 28 at 
Barker, William Knott, GtGrimsby, Bootmaker. Gt Grimsby. Pet Feb7. Ord 
Feb 7. _ Exam Feb 21 at 12.30 
es, Richard, Liverpool, Mortgage Broker. Liverpool. Pet Jan 25. Ord Feb 8. 
ay 21 at 12.30 
enry Arthur, Laurence Pountney hill, Architect. High Court. Pet 


Thomms: Harrow rd, Paddington, Bootmaker. High Court. Pet 
Feb 8. 13 
Grom. Hanley, Toy and General Dealer. Hanley. Pet Feb 8. Ord 
8. Exam Feb 20 at 3 
ton, Francis Henry, St Martin’ s le Grand, Clerk in the General Post Office. 
Knox-Gore, Anne Magdal 
ford. Pet Feb9. Ord Feb9. Exam Feb 26 
. Barns i 
an Ord Feb Bowie, Owslebury, Hampshire, Farmer. Winchester. Pet Feb 
4. Feb7. Exam Feb 13 
ilson, Cockermouth, Cumberland. Earthenware Manufacturer. Cocker- 
. William C 


Jan 24. Oni Feb 7. 
Be ee, , Buckinghamshire, Baker. Aylesbury. Pet 
tilfamn 
Feb7. OrdFeb7. Exam Mar 8 at 11 
Butterworth, Pei mene Halifax, Yorkshire, Innkeeper. Halifax. Pet Feb8. Ord 
alter 
Feb 8. Exam Feb 26 at 11 
'y, North rd, Carnarvon, Widow. Bangor. Pet Febs8. Ord Feb 
Charles, Rowley te nS, Spade Maker. DudJey. Pet Feb 
7. Ord Feb7. Exam Feb 26 at 1 
Johns’ 
Pet Feb 9. Ord Feb9. Exam Mar7 at 11 
Ma ene Louisa, Oxford terr, Edgware rd, Widow. Brad- 
Simon Heay, and Frederick Pussley ag 4 Titracombe, Devon, Collar 
taple. Pet Feb6, Ord Feb Exam Feb 
John, Birmingham, Electro Plate Manufacturer. Birmingham. Pet 
nee Ord 8. Feb 8. Exam Feb 28 
mouth. Pet Febs. OrdFebs. Exam Feb 29 at 3.30 
olbeck, Batley, Yorkshire, Wovllen Manufacturer. Dewsbury. 
Pet Feb8. Ord Feb8. Exam Feb 29 at 10 
George Huxtable, — Devonshire, Grocer. Barnstaple. Pet 
Feb 9. Ord F wens. Exam Feb 1 
Peach, Robert A’  Cuatidtown rd, West Kensington, J Retired Captain in the 


Indian Army. igh Court. Pet Jan 24. Ord Feb8. Exam Mar 13 at 11 
ys Ft Birmin yyy Thimble Manufacturer. Birmingham. Pet Jan 3. 
an 31. 


—_ George, Roatyn gdns, South Hampstead, Builder. High Court, Pet Feb 
& Ord Febs. Exam Mar 6 at 11 
ies, Cheshunt, Herts, Shoemaker. Edmonton. Pet Feb7. Ord 
AL pS Blaker, C: li rd, K High 
t er, romuwe ré ensington, no occupation. i 
Court. Pet Jan17. Ord Feb7. Exam Feb 26 at 11 ° 
Pet Jan 25. Ord Feb 


George, Colne, Lancashire, Farmer. Burnley. 
7. Exam Feb 21 at 3 

Henry Mowld, Lynton, Devonshire, Curate. Barnstaple. Pet Feb 7 
Ord Feb7. Exam Feb 18 
High Court. Pet Febi. Ord Feb 


Rosset, Otto, Old Broad st, Foreign Banker. 
Nottingham, Grocer. Nottingham. Pet Feb 8 Ord Feb 8. 


7. Exam Mar 4 at 11 
» albert, Thra Northamptonshire, Innk Northa: Pp 
rapstor, Nort mshire, eeper. Northampton. t 
‘an 23, Ord Feb 9. Exam Feb 27 see ite 3 _— 4 
Pet Jan 29. Ord 


Williams, John, _— Becesd, Farmer. 
Webs, xen Maris” 
be ~ et ee Reisen, Lincolnshire, Solicitor’s Clerk. Boston. Pet Feb 6. 
Ord Febs. Exam Mar 6 
The f Amended Notices are substituted for those published in the 
Gazette of the 5th February. 


Maclean, Thomas Wilson, Manchester, Merchant. Manchester. Pet Feb 6. 
Ord Feb6. Exam Feb 25 at 12 

Gaetano, , Ship Chandler. Cardiff. Pet Jan3i; Ord Feb1. Exam 

High Court, Pet Feb 


21 at 2 
Wi Julie Felicia, Brook st, Honore sq, Embroidress. 
LL Ord Feb a Bane bok bret en 


Carmarthen. 


First MEETINGS. 
aiites, Yorkshire, Brewers. Feb 22 at 12. 
ax 


tmaker. Feb 22 at 12, Official Receiver, 


Baber, Willie, William Knott, Gt Grimsby, Boot and Shoe M b 10, 
eee! 7 Haven ae wh an noe Maker, Feb 21 at Official 


"Powis pe Poo nr Pool, Carn Brea, Corn 

Live 1, M B F cial Rece: 
v 20) e Broker. b22at 2. Offi iver, 
a : 
fax, Yorkshire, Innkeeper. Feb 22 at 1. Official Re- 
Walter Gs and General Dealer. Feb 21 at 2, Official 

J 21 2. 
cneesirer, Ns ey aed HE, "Newcastle ey, oy an soar e 


Ca neny, Razyrion Hall, Piccadill 4 2 1 Portrait Painter. Feb 

Cally a Lannie inn s ee rn st 

oie Gi: , Scarborough, Yorkshire, Coal Merchant. Feb 20 at 11. Official 
st, Scarborough 


ots. Newborough st. 
Emily, North rd. , Carnarvon. Feb 22 at 2. Official Receiver, Crypt 
Charlies, Rowicy Regis, Staffordshire, Spade Manufacturer. Feb 21 at 


Official Receiver, Dudley 
George, Bob a0 at 12.09, Carey Hanbury « sts bas ood End, Boot and Shoe 
1 iio Tt titracombe, Devon, Oollar Manu- 


Simon Heay jand Frederick 
Pepa et at12. The Coffee unton 
‘iiliam , Hampehiire, Farmer. “Feb 2 at 12. Official 


fave rm, Haul at, T 
inchester 
rT, Merchant. Feb 26 at 11.00. Official Re- 


Birmingham, Warwick, Floctro Pat Manufacturer, Yeb 22 at 


William, and John 
Receiver, Townhall 
Barker, soreph, Darvin, Cheshire, 


and Thomas Henry Tregenning, Basset 
wall, Brass and Iron Founders, Seb 20 at 
er, Boscawen st, Truro 









Ogno, Gaetano, Cardiff, Ship Chandler. Feb 26 at2. Official Receiver, 2, Buy 
ome, bed me Cockermouth, Earthenware Manufacturer. Feb 22 at 3.30, Cow : 


outh ate 
Parker, coe villians Colbeck, Batley, Yorkshire, Woollen Manufacturer, Feb 
11. Statio: n Hotel, Batley BS 
Plaxton, William, Scarborough, Yorkshire, no occupation. Febi9at8. Off 
Receiver. 74, N’ éwborough st, Scarborough 
Birmingham, Thimble Manufacturer. Feb 22at 3. Official RB 
chbrs, Colmore row, Birming’ - 
bay oy J + es 7 ter Gagan Herts, Shoemaker. Feb 20 at 12. 20 Room, % 
’s lane 
Robinson,.He Mowld, Lynton, Devonshire, Curate. Feb20at1. TheG 
and Railway Hotel, Victoria st, Bristol 
eare, Som Feb 19 at 1. Pinon Hotel, ¥ 


















































































































































Sealy, , Farmer, 
Spenaen, Hester, Wrotham, Ki Kent, Feb 19 at 2.30. Chamber of Commerce, © 
Stembridge. Samuel. and John Evelyn Wood, 54 and 55, Cornwall rd, Lamb 
Fickle 3 akers. Febi9at2. 33. Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Texte. Bi wy he Lan , Grocer. Feb 20 at 2.30. The Castle Imm, 
Wain, Jail yenae, Brook st, Hanover sq, Embroideress. Feb 21 ati. 33, Carey 
ncoln’s inn 

Windas, Archibald Greaves, and J; — pumps, S ewe ~¥ Millwall, 

facturing Engineers. Feb 21 at i st, Lin @ 
és t- — hipston on Stour, i. 3, Oarey pancoln ron 19 at 11. 45, High 
Wooler _ , Folkestone, Grocer. Feb 20at3. 73, Sandgate rd, Folkestone 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Brae, James Allan, om. Bilton, Warwickshire, Brick Manufacturer. Coventry, 

Pet Jan 28. Ord Feb 
Crampton, William, vs son Green, Nottingham, out of employment. Notting. 

ham. Pet Jan 15. Ord Feb 6 
Coemses, Paul, Westhoughton, Lancashire, Joiner. Bolton, Pet Jan 26. On 
Goode, Frederick, St John st rd, Clerkenwell, Tailor. High Court. Pet Jani, 

9 

Grocmwrood, Andrew, Leeds, Yorkshire, Innkeeper. Leeds. Pet Feb 1. On 
Hetena, a Fehm, Gt Grimsby, Lincolnshire, Shipbuilder. Birmingham, Pet Jay of “ Solicitor 


































16. E 
Hall, Thoma, , Lambswool Spinner. Leicester. Pet Jan 8. On apt 
Hall, William, Leicester, M toa Lambswool Spinner. Leicester. Pet Jan 9 Chambers ¢ 

8. Ord Feb 9 Wite rs 
Heath, Widiem, jun, Longton, Staffordshire, Builder. Longton. Pet Jan m 9% B.J.W.,9% 
Hoadley, John, Eastbourne, Sussex, Grocer. Eastbourne. Pet Jan 24, Onl 
Hose, G Newcastl Tyne, Coachbuilder. _ Newcastle on ‘Tyne, ly rt 

ogg, George, Newcastle on e, oe er. . Ne ¥ 

transfer from. Birmin Birmin: gham bon under section 103. Feb VDGWAY'S 
Knox-Gore, Anne Mag ene Louisa, Oxford ter, Edgware rd, Widow. Bradtont 

Pet Feb9. Ord Feb 9 
Maclom. Thomes Wilson, Manchester, Merchant. Manchester. Pet Feb & Araya 

e State 
Price, Serene, J Rosslyn gdns, South Hampstead, Builder. High Court. Pet Feb PAL 
rd TAR 
Rega, Jeffries, Cheshunt, Herts, Shoemaker. Edmonton. Pet Feb 7. Ont jy ew & 
Sealy, pissy, Godney Meare, Somersetshire, Farmer. Wells. Pet Feb 4. On W. 1 
sims, Herbert, Nottingham, Grocer. Nottingham. Pet Feb8. Ord Feb8 Just publi 
Spalton, Wilfrid Evelyn, Burton upon Trent, Grocer. Burton upon Trent. 

Jan 21, OrdFeb 9 y hay ae 
Tyee, John, Nottingham, out of business. Nottingham. Pet Jan 31. On CAD 

a ae 

Barrister 
The Subscription to the Soutcrroxs’ JourNa is—Town, 26s. ; Country, Vanden 

288. ; with the Wrexty Reporter, 528. Payment in advance includes Sons, 11 

Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers can have their Volume Fant 

bound at the office—cloth, 2s. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. He . 
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y f Bae 
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WEITZER'S L ogoarres, EDE AND SON, MES. CLARA BUNNETT, Deorased — 
Chocolate Powder. “ r 
fable Govoa, of the Finest chapter 35, to a 
avith the exces offatextracted. | + ROBE MAKERF, | s+ ot. and Notice is 
re it “* the most nutritious, per- ao that —— 2 
gh e Soreerne for Breakfast, Luncheon, or BY sPECIAL Int: having 2 of O BUNNETT. late or Ne. oe 
mii actioned Sy tas es Sete en, mi, the Tord Chanel, the Whos of ts | Gront W srinourse Parkcroet Bs 
entire ical 5 le 
vi tegen Sa EE UF bec atmisins Haws |r dington, in the county of Middlesex, widow (who died 


allpalates, keeps for years in all climates, and is four 
strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
J dly &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such 


Ysde instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful 
toa Breakfast Cup, costing less than a nalfpenny. 
Cocoatixa a LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibited. 
in tins at 1s. 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and 


Tocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors 
fl, Scuwzitzsz & Co., 10, Adam-st., Strand, Jondon, Ww. 












AW.—A Solicitor is desirous of Pur- 
chasing the Business of a deceased London 
Solicitor, or of one who is retiring ractice.— 
LEx, care of J. W. Vickers, 5, Nicholas-lane, 
London, E.C. 


AW.—Conveyancing and General Clerk- 

ship desired by Advertiser (Honours), with or 
without supervision. Shorthand. Moderate salary. 
Highest references.—Address, P. H., 18, Sherborne- 
street, Downham-road, N 


A QUALIFIED GENTILEMAN (aged 32) 


with excellent recent Testimonials, uires a 
of * Py Bolioitors Journal,” 27, Chancery-laue, w.c. 

















provincial Managing Clerkship. —Address, 8. J., care 


ents. by middie-azed Man = and 
Wife, without family, Care of Offices, or 
Chambers and Offices, or any Position of Trust. 
eg Baw, Cook. references. — Address, 
9 Kennington-oval, 8. E. 
CORRECTED TO JANUARY. 
In one yol., 348pp., on” <ioeh, price 2s, 6d.; by post, 


HGWATS PARLIAMENTARY MANUAL FOR 1884. 


beining the last as well as the present HOUSE 
or’ COMM N38, and the holders of the great Offices 
tate duries & e present Century. Also the PRIN- 
CIPAL GULATIN P. _— 
TARY BLECIION 8, with Judicial Decisions 

ted by A. M. SULLIVAN, ‘is of 
the Taner Temple Bi Barrister-at-Law. 

W. Ripeway, 169, Piccadilly, London, WwW. 


Just published, Third a royal 8vo, price £2 2s., of 


UDOR'S LEADING OA®ES on MER- 

~ p ehe leg and MARITIME LAW.—A SBSelec- 

Law, “i N otes. Oe OWEN. DAVIS TUDOR, Eon. 
Barrister-at- r 


london: W. MAXWELL & Son, 8, Bell-yard, Temple 
Bar; H. SwEET, 3, Chancery-lane ; and STEVENS 
Sons, 119, Chancery-lane. 














demy 8vo, price 8s., 
Hi b PATENTS, DESIGNS, and TRADE 
MARKS A 1883, and the Rules and Forms 
each Ween 
0 2 Inner % 
— e Inn ‘emple 





London 
Henry SWEET, 8, Chancery- jane, Law Publisher. 
Now » price 10s., crown 8vo, cloth (1028 pages) 
New Edi: on, con the Consolida Rules just 
published. 
AXTER' 7 JUVICALURE ACTS and 
RULES. By WYNNE E. BAXTER, Solicitor, 


bo ag for Base? and late Under-Sheriff of London 
Middlesex. e Fifth Edition now ready, 

Dig 108., crown 8vo, cloth (1028 pages). 
Just publish a Laree-pener Edition, with 
au for notes, vend on superior paper, £1, in 


Tlalen Treanwo WORTHE, 7, Fl eos eeeh Hi 
Majesty's Law Publishes.” 
Now ready, crown 8vo, cloth b: ds, t lettered 
Publishea at 5s Bs. 6d..48, 6d., canis, eit Je od. 
HE STUDEN'I’S GUIDE to PRI- 
DEAUX’S CONVEYANCING. By. JOHN 





INDERMAUR, Solicitor, &¢., &c. Being Notes to 
Prideaux, Questions, Epitome of Conveyancin arvied | 
and 1882 ; Settled d Act, 1882; and 
omen’s Property Act, 1882, &c., &. 


Published by Gzo, BARBER, 16, Oursitor-street, 
___ Ohancery-lane, and all Law Booksellers. 


Just published, 8¥0, 968 pp., price 8s. 6d. 
ve NEW LAW of PATENTS, DE- 

SIGNS, law, TRADE-MAR ao — Being bow 
&c. 3 the tains nor Plata 

WN DANI, Bareotor-at-La 


ne & HLArNEs, 18, Bell-yard, Temple 


Boni 





Judicial Bench, Corporation of London &c, 


ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTER. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 
Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peac 


CORPORATICN ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE. LONDON 





8vo, 388 pp., 12s. 6d. 
| bt RIES of the SPINE and SPINAT, 
CORD and NERVOUS SHOCK, in their Surgi- 
cal and Medico- Legal PAGE 
By HERBERT ae AGE, Ms A M.C. Cantab., 
Surgeon to St. Mary’s Hospital. 
J.& A. =o aaa 11, New Burlington-street. 


Just published, crown 8vo, cloth, price 6s., post-free. 
ILAPIDATLONS. — A ‘Text Book for 





By pannitecte nd STORER, FRIBA. | 
Ea ition. to the preseat t time, wt with all the 
most recent cases, the cult oldings Act, 
the Conveyancing and Law of Pro ct. The 
RARE c ay revised by EDWARD 
bbe” a E BULLEN, t-Law. 





THE FINAL AND INTERMEDIATE. 
PAMPHLET on the above Examina- 


tions, with remarks on the modes of marking, 
the — ——_ given to certain subjects, and the 
possibility of getting —y-7 without much reading. 
will be forwarded free to any bona fide law student 
on Advertsing by letter = ParEn, Messrs. Mitchell & 
= al ising Aponte Lion-court, Fleet- 
The Titer, an old Examiner, will only 
froad Lie Lon » ow pad to the ‘Sppticans at the office 
where he is articled 





GREAT ~~ sy gh - SOLA SORS and 
PURVEYORS in O ATONE can be 
ONERY and 


S000 Nt BOOKS at. Co their st Law and General 


Stationery Warehouse, Boake House, Theo- 
bald’s-road, London. Judicature Foolscap (full 
weight guaranteed), ruled for Affidavits or P costs, 
equal to that sold at 2is. per ream, 15s. 6d. 
per ream. Other qualities keptin stock. Brief Paper, 
lew 1°. he S 6d., and 18s. per ream. oo a 
ie s 
ne qualities tices. Deeds 
tatements of 


Cl and ,- o& ava, and 7 descri 
tion of Law Prin ting  oxpedi ee Be correctly 
done.—Send for Price ee ee 
Bedford-row House, London, W. 


OYAL COURTS of JUSTICE. — Cause 

Lists, Ju Bi ag Summons Lists, and all 

printed cial may be had either separately 
or by subscription at Se hoon 9, Temple Bar entrance. 


per ream. Letter 
Kept) at bom 











N Office to Let in Great James-street, 
- Bedford-row. Terms moderate.—X., care of 
a Stationer, Theobald’s-road, W.C. 





UTER SEMPLE. W.C.—Chambers and 
bers to the New 





\UTER TEMPLE, immediately o ite 
nA ppeene 


Lot, bp Donan en al a: comer 
et, or Hour e 

con aa ‘or Arbitrations, Meetings of Creditors, 
Consultations, &c., ve t 





ro DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
4 aes, & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
Landed Hetates, Town and. Country Residences, Hunting 
and Quarters, Farms, Ground at 
Charges, House. Property and Investments generally, is 
published on the first day of each and may be 
RO,or’ nil bs pone 3.4 in return for two 











E. & F.B R, 13, in cheek, Beltend-now, 
W.C., Solicitors to the said Executors. 
Leena CORPORATION. 


ed by Royal Charter, me 1720. 
t-street, 8 


B 





No. ig 


‘Funds in hand exceed £3,200,000. 
YUN FIR& AND LIFE OFFICES, 
‘Threadneeile-street, E. Cross, 8.W.; 
treet (corner of Vere-street) , Sow. 


‘ord-s 

FIRE. Established 1710. Home and 

"ePe Boutshed ia. Specially low esto 
8! y 

lives. Large bonuse Tmmediate settlement pt hong 


ORTHBRN As: ASsURANus COMPANY. 


FIRE Ane Lure AT ome AND ABROAD 
Loxpow: 1, Moorgate-street, E.C. AssrpEEN: 3, 


-street. 
INCOME & php (1882) 
Fire Premiums ... oo os «- £460,100 
ey exe ony -. 181,500 


oe 
aeuatiens tate’ is $3,749,409 





£ 








STABLISHED 1851, 





GAZETTE June, par- 
ticulars of rn Presentations, ten to- 
gether advice to peBalied be 
referred to eas , by Mr. W. 
EMERY STARK "ction 


F.R.G.S., &c.).— 


six stamps, 
W. Exary Starx & Co., rae cocci x ean yam 


BE |G came OULLEGE, CAMBRIDGE. 











pation apply to the WarpEN, Cavendish College, 
FruBNisa our HOUSES or APART 
me and most 


Iusteated priced Catal ser with tell particulars of 


MORRO SS Be nee ter Wo a: 
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ONDON and COUNTY BANKING 
COMPANY (Limited). 

Established in 1836. and registered in 1880 under “ The 

nies Act», 1862 to 1879,’" 

Capital, £8,000,000, in 100,000 Shares of £30 each. 


REPORT 
Adopted at the Annual General Meeting, 7.h February, 1 88!. 
FREDERICK FRANCIS, Eeq., in the Chair. 
The Directors, in submitting to the Proprietors the 
Balance-sheet for oe Half- ending 3lst December 
last, have to report that, paying interest to cus- 
tomers and all or rebate making ghee for bad and 


doubtful debts, for re on bills not due, £38,206 3s., and 
of £25,000 in reduction of the Pre- 
Ines account, tbe not fits amount to £1r5,510 11s, 10d, 
This sum, added to 6s. 2d., the balance brought for- 
ward from last whe oe geen eS total of £263,850 a 
ae eee ee Bal pa; t of a dixidend of 11 
cent. the half-year, w will absorb £229,000. Thi 
will leave a balance of £48 850 188. to be carried forward 


to Profit and Loss New Account. ‘lhe present dividend, 
added to — to 30th June, makes 22 per cent. for 


Directors retiring by rotation are Abrabam Hodgson 
» James Duncan Thomson, Esq., and 
Frederick You e, Esq., wi, being eligible, offer them- 


selves for re-election 
the of Mungo McGeorge, Esq., there is a 
vacancy in the — which it is in the power of 


the to fill w 
The diviioed 22° £2 = peg share, free of Income tax, will 


be payable at the Head Office at any of the Branches 
on or after Monday, the 18th Fe ruary. ¢ 


B35 


Batance Suzet or THe Lowpon anp Countr Bankixc 
Company (Limirep), 3ist DecemsBenr, 1832. 


Dr. S24. £ s. d. 
To Capital subscribed, 


000 
eee eet -- 


Ed Boe ©: ge 5 the Bank on 
Current Accounts, on 
Deposit Accounts, with 
Interest acc: ued, Circular 
P| BE. ccccescccccccs 

To ‘Liabilities on Accept- 
ances, covered by Cash 
or Securities or Bankers’ 


Guarantees 

To reba’e on Bills not due 
carried to next Account 

To Profit and Loss Balance 
brought from last Account 
To Net Profit for the Half- 
year, efter making provi- 
Egg bad and doubtful 
~~ transferring 

$5,600 to 


#£2,000,000 


0 0 
1,000,000 0 0 


27,234,83) 16 11 


2,613,057 19 7 


38,203 3 0 


63,3':0 6 2 


remises Ac- 


1¥5,519 11 10 


163,850 18 0 








£33,199,954 17 6 
£ 








Cr. 2 s. a, s. 4d. 
By Cash at the Head Office 
and branches, and with 
Bank of Englan pecevese 
By Loans at Call and at 
Notice, covered by Securi- 
BS sisesecodseve sewoswe 3,612,570 5 3 


3,950,092 9 7 








6,932,€6! 14 10 
Investments, viz.:— 
By Consols registered and 
m Certificates, New 3 per 


Saas FSi, ~~ 
3id., Canada 4 per Cent. 
Bonds and Turkish 4 per 
Cent. Bonds guaranteed 
by the Britieh Govero- 

ee 3,990,057 0 5 


English tb Railway Deber.- 
By Stock and Co:oniei 


a 
By other Securities ... 
‘By Discounted Bills C 
Re teccaccceccescecee 11,061,000 9 9 


By Castomers 
at the Head 
Brapehes 7,760,284 9 4 


By Liabilities of Customers 
by the 

per Contra) ... 

By Freebeli Premises . 
an 


226900 0 0 
20,138 10 0 








4,395,151 19 2 





18,830,952 13 1 


2,613,057 19 7 


423,129 10 19 
25,000 0 0 


——e — 398,129 10 10 


£43,199,954 17 6 








| ° | Capital, £800,000, 


Parorit axp Loss Account. 


To Interest paid to Customers ...0..0+++00 


a, a. 
117,41 5 7 
To Salaries and all other Expenses at Head 


Office and Branches, including Income- 
tax on Profits and Salaries .... evaccescoe  170,680-3 2 
To Transferred to the credit of Premises 
Account ..ccrcde-soces soces oecvercces 25,000 0 0 
To Poe on Bills nof due, carried to New 
Ceccoscceses seas ceescoocccecce 38,206 3 0 


Ace 
To Dividend of it r cent. 
“for the Half-year ares: 
To Balance carried forward 


£220,000 0 0 
43,850 18 0 


—_— 


263,850 18 0 
£614,778 9 % 








By Balance Srongs forward from last ac- 
count. eee 

By Gross Profit, “for “the” Half-year, after 
making provision for bad and doubtful 
debts, and including reba*e, £56,146 
fs. 4d., brought from 30th Junela-t .... 


£ s. ¢, 
68,310 6 2 
516,438 3 7 


£614,778 9 9 





Exemined and audited by ue, 





(Signed) HANBURY BARCLAY, Audit 
R. A. BROOKS, Commi tee 
J. J. CATER, of Directors. 


W. McKEWAN. General Manager. 
JAS. GRAY, Chi:t Accountant. 
London and County Banking Company (Limited), 
22nd Janoary, 1884. 

We have examined the foregoing Balance-sheet, snd 
Profit end Loss Account, have verifizd the Cash Balance at 
the Pank of England, the Stocks there registered, and the 
other investments of the Bank. We! ave also examined the 
several Books and Vouchers showing the Cash Balances, 
Bills, and other amounts set forth, the whole of which 
are correctly stated; and we are of opinion this Balance- 
sheet and Profit ard Loss Ac sount are ull and fair, properly 
drawn up, and exhibit a true and emrect view of the 
Company’s effairs, as sho wn by the books of Company. 

M. McGEORGE, 

WILLIAM NORMAN, 

RICHARD H. SWAINE, 

London ard County Banking Company (Limited), 
24:h January, 1884, 


(Signed) Auditors. 





| ONDON and COUNTY BANKING 





#4 COMPANY (Limited).—Notic: is hereby given, that a 
DIVIDEND on the capi'#] of the Compary, at-the rate of 1) 
| per cent., for the half-year ending D: cember 31, 1883, will be 
PAYABLE to the Pre prietors, either at the Head Offic», 21, 
Lombard-s'reet, or at any of the Cotpany's brancnes, on 

or after Monday, the |8th inst.—By o-der of the Board, 
| W. McKEWAN, General] Manager. 
21, Lombard-street, February 8, 18814. 








— 


HARTERED BANK of INDIA, AUS- 
TRALIA, and CHINA, Hatton-court, Thread- 

|} needle-street, London. 

| Incorporated by Royal Charter. 

Reserve Fund, £220,000. 


CouURT OF Dixcrons, 1883-84. 
William Christian, Esq. Wm. cnengaien, Esq. 
Frederick W. Heilgers, | William  Pessreom yan 
| Somes # . Bullen Smith, 


Esq., C8.1. 
Ludwig Wiese, Esq. 
Howard Gwyther. SuB-MANAGER, 
Caleb Lewis. 


SECRETARY—William Charles Mullins. 
AGENCIES AND BRANCHEs. 


Esq 
John. Jones, Esq. 
Emile Levita, Esc 
MANAGER—John 


Bombay, Rangoon. Batavia. | Manila, 
Calcutta. Penang. song Kong. Shanghai. 
Akyab. Singapore. Hankow. 
Colombo, Sourabaya. | Yloilo. Yokohama, 











Tke Corporation grant “Drafts payable at the above 
Agencies and Branches, buy and receive for collection 
Bills of bene pt issue Letters of Credit, and under- 
take general Banki: ng Business in the East. Deposits 
of Money, in sums of £100 and upwards, are received 
at the following rates of interest—viz., 44 per cent. 
for one year, 5 per cent. per annum for two years, 





HE NEW Z€ALAND reoet AND 
LOAN COMPANY, LIMITE 


Established 1862. e. Copies £1,500,000. Paid we, £700,000, 


e Fund, £210, 
TRUSTEES. 
The Right Hon, Lord Wolverton, and Charles 
— Esq. 
IRECTORS. 
‘ord, Chaigmen. 
F, e Tet 5° 7 ~Chairman. 
Robert A. Brooks, Fletcher, E: 
Vice-Admiral the plata [Oa Gore tees, 


Carr Glyn, C.B, 


The Directors are issuing 4 per cent. Debentures 
for terms of years, interest payable half-yearly by 
“Fecter peciaaiion an th ciples, id explien- 

be o} a 
A ee 9 


it; London, 20 ep Peres 





\ Nos. 66 and 60, Goon; 








Tes BRITISH, and AUSTRALS 

COMPANY, 

Capitel, 2,000,000. Called up, £200,000. 
d, £78,000, 








TRUSTEES 
= qe Hon. Lord Wolverton, 
les H » Bart., M.P.- 
Dalgety, Esq. 


Chairman. 
je 




















D 
F. G. DALG 




















































































































































CHARLES CLIFF <<< 
gones Se ee Esq. one 
Col, Sir T. y Srowne, Vice-Admiral the Hon.q 

K.C.M.G. Carr Glyn, C.B, 
i, Campbell, Esq. 
ANKERS— Messrs. Glyn, Mills, Currie, & Co, 
The Directors are now issuing Debentures for ten 
of years for £100 and upwards, bearing ‘interest at On T 
per cent. per annum. 
» And also > Permanent Debentures for £100, £500, Court N 

000 each, a ee at 4] per cent. per annum, of 
pel no to redemption by the company at any timeg days 
six months’ notice, at the ag of £1065 for every éi@ 

Interest in both cases be pepe able by coupm 
half-yearly at the tiSenpany s ban 
Further culars may be obtained, and applica. Cuan 
tion made at the offices of the Company, where the 
forms of tures can be seen. will, un 
By order of the Board, operati 
THOS. D. SAUNDERS, Secretary, 
Nos. 68 and 69, Cornhill, London, E.C. _ = 
otne 
LIFE ASSOCIATION OF SCOTLAM. 
(For Life Assurance and Annuities.) 
FUNDS ~ he | 
ANNUAL REVENUE Ir ts 
LOANS made on Freeholds, “Leaseholds, Ba b A new Pa 

ities, including Life Interests, and Absolute @ ks f 
Contingent Reversions. Loans upon Reversions an boo 
made at annual interest, or in consideration of 4 This pl 
deferred charge. 

London: 5, Lombard-street, and 123, Pall Mall; the tw: 
Edinburgh : 82, Princes-street. 
| Re UNION FIRE and LIFE in 

RANCE COMPANY. Chief Office— On | 
CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital Subseribed amountte return 

upwards of £1,700,000 sterling. inethe 
Chairman—JaMes CUDDON, E: ., Barrister-at-Lay, mg 
Middle Temple. been | 
Deputy-Chairman — C. PEMBERTON, Poo at & rende 
reembertons), Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn r 
The Directors invite attention to the New Tom ot day. ti 
Life Policy, which is free from all conditions. 2 
Policies of Insurance granted inst the conti» have } 
gency of Issue at moderate rates of Premium. There 
The Company ADVANCES Money on Mo: ¢ 
Life Interests and Reversions, whether abso of nov 
contingent. h 
The Company also purchases Reversions, giving the each. 
vendor the option of re-purchase within a limite 
period, whether the tenant for life be living or not; 
Frospecksess, copies of the Directors’ Re and 
Ann Balance Sheet, a every information, sem . Tn 
post-free on application lished 

FRAN MoGEDY, Actuary and Secretary, 

Was Cc 
LERICAL, MEDICAL, and GENERAL (101) 
LIFE "ASSURANCE SOCIETY, lation 
13, Sr. JAMES's SQUARE, Lonpow, 8. Ww. dina) 
Chairman,Rt.Hon.Sir J. R.Mo Mowsass, wm, wi) t Fo de ca 
a a, ‘a ove will 
Established 1824, for the assurance af 0 : 
Invalid lives stater 
New and liberal conditions of assurance (see new inclir 
Prospectus). 
. NEWBATT, Actuary and Secretary. 
N.B.—The usual Commission allowed to Solicitors. 
OMMEROIAL UNION ASSURANG Tr 
COMPANY.—FIRE, LIFE, MARE 
Capital fully subscribed ...6...+06 «+ +s0+ £2,500,00 ecr 
Capital . hie «nawneasth "250,000 ro 
Life Fund in pecial Trust for Life Policy- 
See REEDS seus. becqgecsonel prac 
Other Funds  -coccoscccesesseveres soese alter 
TOTAL INVESTED FUNDS "UPWARDS OF TWO 
ocutien MILLION NS. 8 a da 
ual Premium exceeds . 
Ouray Ovvicns: 10 ax 20, CORNAILL, dose the 
Wusr Ewp Ovvica: 8, PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W, alte 
OOIDENT INSURANCE COMPANE ne 
7 Limited), No. 7, Bank-buildings, Lothbum a 
GENERAL ACCIDENTS | PERSONAL IN. 











RAILWAY ACCIDENTS | DEATH AA 
- HARDI NG, Manager. 


EVERSIONARY and LIFK INTB 
; RESTS in LANDED or FUNDED PROPEBI 
or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED. orlé 

or Annuities thereon ted, by the EQUITABLE @ 
VERSIONARY INT: ST © agg LIMITED), ¥ 


gee mag Wi oo B: 8t . 
1836, epee, £500,000, Interest on Loans may? 
8. CLAYTON, } Joint ‘2 


c apttalise 
C. H. OLAYTON, 










































